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The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WOMACK).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
December 4, 2014.

I hereby appoint the Honorable STEVE
WOMACK to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Loving God, we give You thanks for
giving us another day.

In the waning days of this 113th Con-
gress, we ask Your blessing, oh Lord,
upon the Members of this people’s
House, and most especially upon the
leadership. It is on their shoulders the
most important negotiations of this
Congress have been placed.

They have been entrusted by their
fellow Americans with the awesome
privilege and responsibility of sus-
taining the great experiment of demo-
cratic self-government. Give them wis-
dom, grace, insight, and courage to
forge legislation that allows us all to
move forward toward an encouraging
future.

May all that is done this day be for
Your greater honor and glory.

Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE) come
forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. POE of Texas led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 5 requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

——
PEARL HARBOR

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it
was a bright Sunday morning in the is-
lands of Hawaii. America was at peace
and unprepared for war. Soon the ris-
ing Sun was darkened by hundreds of
Japanese planes as they strafed and
bombed Pearl Harbor. The American
battleships were sunk. Over 2,400
United States military were Kkilled.
Most of the United States aircraft was
destroyed while still sitting on the
ground. It was December 7, 1941.

But in the chaos and confusion and
still in his pajamas, Army Air Corps
Second Lieutenant Philip Rasmussen
and three other fighter pilots took off
into the blazing sky. They met 11 Japa-
nese planes head on. Rasmussen was
flying an old outdated P-36 Hawk, and
he shot down one Japanese plane while
enemy fighters attacked him. They
shot up his plane with over 500 bullet
holes, but he was still able to continue
the fight and eventually safely land.
Rasmussen received the Silver Star for

his defense of America that day and re-
mained in the Air Force.

As we contemplate on Pearl Harbor
and those that were killed, we should
remember there were a few who gal-
lantly took to the air to fight those in-
vaders. From the beaches of Hawaii to
the beaches of Normandy, those that
died and those that survived were
America’s Greatest Generation. We
thank the good Lord that such Ameri-
cans ever lived.

And that is just the way it is.

——
IMMIGRATION

(Mr. GUTIERREZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, let
me tell my colleagues about a mom I
met on Tuesday. Maria Pena is from
Colombia. She has three kids, started a
small business, and has lived here for
14 years, and her Congressman is the
chairman of the Judiciary Committee,
Mr. GOODLATTE.

Maria’s youngest is a U.S. citizen.
Her employees are citizens. Maria
wants to work and live legally in the
U.S. but has no way to do so. She told
me, ‘‘Luis, I am too scared to leave the
house unless I have to, so we drive to
school, we drive to church, and we
drive to the grocery store, and that is
it.”” Maria knows anything else is too
risky because any contact with the po-
lice could mean she gets deported and
her family is split up.

So, today, I give thanks that Maria
and her family in just a few months
will sign up for that same peace of
mind my family has because she will be
eligible for deferred action for parents
of U.S. citizens, and I will think of
Maria and her children no matter how
many times the Republican majority
makes me vote on bills to attack the
President’s actions that he is taking
because they will prevent American
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citizen children from losing their par-
ents.

——
MELISSA CHANDLER MURPHY

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, today I am extremely grate-
ful for the opportunity to recognize
Melissa Chandler Murphy, deputy chief
of staff and legislative director of
South Carolina’s Second Congressional
District office. No words can express
the amount of appreciation I have for
Melissa for her service and compassion
for the citizens of South Carolina. Me-
lissa has served the Palmetto State
with professionalism and integrity.

Nine years ago she began her career
with the office as a legislative cor-
respondent and quickly worked her
way up because of her efficiency and
exceptional leadership skills that she
learned at Wofford College in
Spartanburg. Melissa has served as a
champion for constituents, going to
great lengths to offer assistance to
those in need.

On January 3, Melissa will begin a
new chapter as she joins Congressman-
elect Dave Rouzer as his chief of staff.
The people of North Carolina’s Seventh
Congressional District are extremely
fortunate to have such a dedicated
woman working on their behalf with a
Republican office for the first time
since 1874.

With great happiness, I wish Melissa
and her husband, Ryan, best wishes and
continued success.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

————

PREVENTING EXECUTIVE
OVERREACH ON IMMIGRATION ACT

(Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I rise against the
poorly conceived anti-immigration bill
that is being considered in the House
today. The Preventing Executive Over-
reach on Immigration Act would para-
lyze the executive order announced by
the President, halting the deportation
of families. Families who are working
hard and playing by the rules should
not be treated like felons.

I urge my colleagues to bring com-
prehensive immigration reform to the
floor with the same expediency that
they were able to bring this poorly con-
ceived legislation to the floor today.
Our economy, our national security,
and our families cannot afford inac-
tion.

Rather than Kkeeping hardworking
families together, Republicans are pun-
ishing communities by pushing irre-
sponsible legislation like the bill that
we are considering in the House today.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Like Republican Presidents before
him, President Obama’s actions were
within the law. If they weren’t, Repub-
licans wouldn’t need this slapdash bill
to roll back the President’s authority.

This is a soap opera, frankly, that we
have seen too many times. Can we
please finally change the channel and
pass comprehensive immigration re-
form? The time is long overdue for a

more family-friendly congressional
show.

———

ABLE ACT
(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania

asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to applaud
the House’s work to advance H.R. 647,
the Achieving a Better Life Experi-
ence, or ABLE, Act, which yesterday
passed the House with broad bipartisan
support.

Under the current law, individuals
with disabilities face significant bar-
riers to finding and holding employ-
ment and living independently because
their access to certain safety net pro-
grams can be lost once they establish a
minimum level of savings and income.
The ABLE Act aims to provide families
of these individuals with some peace of
mind by allowing them to save for
their children’s long-term disability
expenses in the same way that families
of able-bodied children can currently
save for college through popular 529 in-
vestment plans.

As a cosponsor of this legislation and
having spent most of my professional
career serving those facing life-chang-
ing disease and disability as a health
care professional, I am proud of this bi-
partisan effort to empower individuals
to live with greater dignity and inde-
pendence.

Mr. Speaker, it is my hope that the
Senate will act swiftly to pass this im-
portant legislation. These individuals
and their families deserve as much.

————

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING AS-
SISTANCE AND SELF-DETER-
MINATION ACT

(Mr. KILMER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of H.R. 4329,
the Native American Housing Assist-
ance and Self-Determination Act of
2014, which passed on Tuesday out of
the House of Representatives.

Visiting the nine tribes in the dis-
trict I represent, I have seen the sig-
nificant challenges that tribal commu-
nities face in providing decent and af-
fordable housing to their members, so I
know how important this bill is.

One issue that I worked on very
closely regards the needs of tribal vet-
erans who disproportionately suffer
from homelessness. Last year, I met a
man in my district who served this Na-
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tion in uniform but was sleeping in his
car. We can do better.

Last year, I joined with Representa-
tive COLE to introduce the Housing Na-
tive Heroes Act, which would expand
new authorities and flexibilities to a
program called the HUD-VASH pro-
gram, which better addresses tribal
veterans’ homelessness. I am thankful
to Representative PEARCE and his col-
leagues for working to include strong
provisions in this bill to tackle home-
lessness among our tribal veterans.

I look forward to continuing to work
to address the needs of our tribal vet-
erans, and I urge the Senate to quickly
take up and pass this bill.

——————

PREVENTING EXECUTIVE
OVERREACH ON IMMIGRATION ACT

(Mr. PITTENGER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 5759, the Pre-
venting Executive Overreach on Immi-
gration Act, of which I am a cosponsor.

President Obama’s decision to grant
amnesty to millions of illegal immi-
grants is an unconstitutional abuse of
power which flaunts the rule of law and
opens the door for an exponential in-
flux of illegal immigrants.

Our Founding Fathers risked their
lives, their fortunes, and their sacred
honor against such acts of a monarch,
and neither President Obama nor any
future President should trample upon
their sacrifice.

H.R. 5759 wisely deals with our cur-
rent crisis while also blocking future
Presidents from this egregious abuse.
Every American should be concerned
by the President’s unconstitutional
grab of power. If the President can
change this law, what prevents him
from this abuse of power in other poli-
cies?

I urge all of my colleagues, both
Democrat and Republican, to join me
in supporting and passing this legisla-
tion. I also urge the Senate to stand up
for the Constitution and swiftly pass
this legislation.

This is not the only action the House
will take to restrict the overreach of
the President, and I am committed to
continuing our efforts in the coming
weeks and into the next session of Con-
gress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair reminds Members to refrain from
engaging in personalities toward the
President.

——
GHOST SOLDIERS

(Mr. NOLAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, Members
of the House, I want to bring to every-
one’s attention a Washington Post
story this week pointing out that the
Iraqi Army has 50,000 ghost soldiers.
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That is right, ghost soldiers, salaries
being paid to soldiers that do not exist.

We have spent $20 billion supposedly
training and arming this Iraqi Army.
Right now there is a request for an-
other $1.2 billion. The time has come to
stop supporting this corrupt govern-
ment. The money for the 50,000 soldiers
was going into the pockets of the mili-
tary and government officials.

Mr. Speaker, my friends, it is time to
put an end to this. Give our taxpayers
some relief. Use this money to rebuild
America and recognize the fact that we
have no friends in this conflict. The
money, the arms that we send inevi-
tably end up being used against us and
contributing to the violence and con-
tributing to the extension and the con-
tinuation of this tragic and senseless
war and waste of human and financial
resources.

It is time to put an end to it.

—————

IRANIAN NUCLEAR SANCTIONS

(Mr. PERRY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, the day
following the announcement of a 7-
month extension to nuclear talks,
Iran’s Supreme Leader, Ayatollah
Khamenei, did a victory lap. He said,
“In the nuclear issue, America and co-
lonial European countries got together
and did their best to bring the Islamic
Republic to its knees, but they could
not do so, and they will not be able to
do so.”

These remarks are incredibly dis-
turbing, especially when coupled with
his earlier intention of building 100,000
centrifuges. The Iranian regime is es-
sentially bragging that they are run-
ning circles around Western nego-
tiators by achieving sanctions relief
without indicating any change in be-
havior.

The economic effects of tough sanc-
tions brought Iran to the negotiating
table to begin with. We must continue
to hold Iran’s feet to the fire with eco-
nomic sanctions. To do otherwise plays
right into Iran’s hands and may force
our allies in the region, particularly
Israel, to take matters into their own
hands.

——
0 0915

NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT

(Mr. DOGGETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the public lands provisions
in the National Defense Authorization
Act that we are considering this morn-
ing. This is important to the security
of all of our country, even if there are
some provisions with which I have sig-
nificant disagreement.

I am pleased, while the focus is on
our national security—important, espe-
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cially, to families in San Antonio,
whom I represent in what we know as
“Military City”’—that with this bill we
are joining another aspect that is very
important to Bexar County, which is
the Alamo part of Bexar County, the
Alamo City as well. This bill includes a
provision that I passed here in the
House on June 3 of last year to expand
the San Antonio Missions National
Historical Park. San Antonio has a
unique collection of Spanish colonial
resources, the largest of any place in
the United States.

Since the House passed this legisla-
tion, it has lingered in the Senate; and
now, through bipartisan agreement, we
have included it in this particular
piece of legislation, along with some
other parks and natural resource mat-
ters. The legislation will now allow us
to move forward with our World Herit-
age status for the Missions, and it will
protect our cultural heritage and ad-
vance our economic future in San An-
tonio.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF THE SENATE AMENDMENT TO
HR. 397, PROTECTING VOLUN-
TEER FIREFIGHTERS AND EMER-
GENCY RESPONDERS ACT OF
2014; PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 5759, PREVENTING
EXECUTIVE OVERREACH ON IM-
MIGRATION ACT OF 2014; AND
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 5781, CALIFORNIA EMER-
GENCY DROUGHT RELIEF ACT
OF 2014

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 770 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 770

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 3979) to amend
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to ensure
that emergency services volunteers are not
taken into account as employees under the
shared responsibility requirements con-
tained in the Patient Protection and Afford-
able Care Act, with the Senate amendment
thereto, and to consider in the House, with-
out intervention of any point of order, a mo-
tion offered by the chair of the Committee
on Armed Services or his designee that the
House concur in the Senate amendment with
an amendment consisting of the text of
Rules Committee Print 113-58 modified by
the amendments printed in part A of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution. The Senate amend-
ment and the motion shall be considered as
read. The motion shall be debatable for one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Armed Services. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the motion to its adoption without inter-
vening motion.

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 5759) to establish a rule of con-
struction clarifying the limitations on exec-
utive authority to provide certain forms of
immigration relief. All points of order
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against consideration of the bill are waived.
The amendment in the nature of a substitute
printed in part B of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion shall be considered as adopted. The bill,
as amended, shall be considered as read. All
points of order against provisions in the bill,
as amended, are waived. The previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the
bill, as amended, and on any further amend-
ment thereto, to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate
equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary; and (2) one motion
to recommit with or without instructions.

SEcC. 3. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 5781) to provide short-term water
supplies to drought-stricken California. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. The amendment printed in
part C of the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution shall be
considered as adopted. The bill, as amended,
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the bill, as
amended, are waived. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the bill, as
amended, and on any further amendment
thereto, to final passage without intervening
motion except: (1) one hour of debate equally
divided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Natural Resources; and (2) one motion to re-
commit with or without instructions.

SEC. 4. The chair of the Committee on
Armed Services may insert in the Congres-
sional Record at any time during the re-
mainder of the second session of the 113th
Congress such material as he may deem ex-
planatory of defense authorization measures
for the fiscal year 2015.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida is recognized for 1
hour.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN),
pending which I yield myself such time
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, House
Resolution 770 provides for the consid-
eration of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for fiscal year 2015. It
also allows for the consideration of the
Executive Amnesty Prevention Act and
for the California Emergency Drought
Relief Act, a bill that would provide
short-term water supplies to drought-
stricken California. This combined rule
is necessary because Congress is com-
ing to a close, and we need to get our
work done.

One of the outstanding items that is
most important to me is the 2015
NDAA. Mr. Speaker, I was proud to
stand on the House floor in May when
the House passed its version of the 2015
NDAA. I was happy to highlight the in-
clusive and transparent process that
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the Armed Services Committee and the
House, as a whole, took in crafting this
year’s National Defense Authorization
Act.

We held countless hearings and heard
hours of testimony from our combat-
ant commanders. We worked a lot of
late nights within the House Armed
Services Committee. In the committee
alone, the NDAA was amended 155
times. When the bill moved to the
House floor, it was again amended, and
another 160 amendments were consid-
ered.

It was careful. It was deliberate. It
was an open process. It is precisely how
the House and this Congress should
work. When the NDAA passed this
body, I was proud of what we produced,
and I was really proud of the process
that we took to get there.

The Senate, though, is absolutely dif-
ferent. As is so often the case, they
didn’t act. They either couldn’t pass a
bill, or they just chose not to; either
way, it is a shame. They left us with a
mess now that we have to resolve.
Eventually, a final product was crafted
at the last minute between House and
Senate staffers.

It was not done in conference because
the Senate never passed a bill. It was
not done in conference because the
Senate just ignored the fact that the
NDAA was a priority for this country
in order to make sure that we funded
and equipped those soldiers and airmen
and sailors and marines who fight the
fight for this country. They ignored it.

When you don’t get to conference,
which is where you have Members
argue the points of either piece of leg-
islation—whether it is a Senate bill or
a House bill—it really does a disservice
to our men and women who fight for
this country because they don’t get to
hear the arguments and they don’t get
to see the arguments. That is unfortu-
nate.

We go through all of the motions. In
the House, we get it right, in the
House, through the appropriations
process, but then again, through the
process of the NDAA, we get it right.
We have those hearings. We take the
testimony, and we listen to those who
are most affected. The Senate, I don’t
know what they do, but they honestly,
in my estimation, didn’t care enough
to get it done for whatever reason.

As a member of HASC, we did an
awful lot of work just to get a product
to the floor, and when it left HASC, it
was unanimous. When it came to the
floor, there were 160 times that people
had the opportunity to amend it and
change it and prove it and add things
that they thought were necessary for
the defense of their country. Once
again, the Senate just ignored that
process, and that is unfortunate.

Congress, as a whole, is harmed by
this process. More importantly, it is
the troops who are harmed by a process
that is broken. It is the troops. We are
not out there in harm’s way, but they
are. We owe them better. I think the
House has done that. I think the House
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has actually done everything in its
power to make it right with the troops
whom we put in harm’s way, but the
Senate doesn’t seem to care, and that
is troubling to me.

I am concerned about our
warfighters. We are their voice. As
Members of Congress, we are their
voice. We are the elected Representa-
tives of the people, but they are citi-
zens, too, so we are representing them.
We are their voice, and they need to be
heard on every issue.

Unfortunately, the NDAA is not ev-
erything that everybody wants, and I
get it. It is always a compromise, and
I get that, but we need to show more
solidarity with our warfighters, so they
know that their voice is being heard
here in the Capitol. I fear that, because
the Senate botched the process, their
voice didn’t come through as loudly as
it should have.

Mr. Speaker, the rule also allows the
House to consider the Executive Am-
nesty Prevention Act. This legislation,
if enacted, would nullify the Presi-
dent’s recent executive action.

Regardless of whether you agree or
disagree with the policy goal of the
President’s, every Member of Congress
ought to be concerned about what it
means when he takes that type of ac-
tion, of unilaterally ignoring Congress.
If you look at our article I powers, we
are elected to pass laws. We are elected
to do that.

The President is elected to faithfully
execute the laws that are passed by
Congress. It doesn’t matter if the
House did or did not do what the Presi-
dent requested. It doesn’t give him the
unilateral action to go ahead and say,
“Do you know what? I can just do it on
my own.”’ That is what this bill ad-
dresses.

This Nation has benefited by this
delicate balance that we have in our
government. It benefits every day when
we do things the right way. The Con-
stitution is our guiding principle. It is
our guiding document.

You just can’t say, ‘“‘Do you know
what? I want to do it differently be-
cause I disagree with what the legisla-
tive branch is or is not doing.” That is
not appropriate. It is not the way the
Founding Fathers crafted it.

The Executive does not have the
power to write law; we do. We need to
reestablish our rights as elected Rep-
resentatives of the people to craft laws
that affect the people of the United
States of America.

It is really just beyond frustrating as
all of us, Democrats and Republicans
alike, should be jealously guarding our
article I powers because it matters not
whether it is a Republican President or
a Democratic President. This institu-
tion matters. Otherwise, what are we
doing here? Otherwise, why are the
American people voting every 2 years
to send Representatives to this body to
ensure that the Constitution is upheld
and followed?

It is not meaningless. It is impor-
tant. As I said before, the legislative
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versus the Executive issue shouldn’t be
a Democrat versus a Republican issue.
It should be the fact that we should
guard the rights and privileges that
have been extended to us because of
our being elected to this body.

I support the rule because it is im-
portant that we have a healthy debate
on all of the issues that have been out-
lined, and I urge my colleagues to do
the same.

I reserve the balance of my time.

O 1030

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
NUGENT) for yielding me the customary
30 minutes, and I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong opposition to this convoluted
closed rule, which includes a huge de-
fense bill, a partisan anti-immigrant
bill, a California water bill, and, from
out of nowhere, an Arizona land ex-
change bill all in one.

The gentleman from Florida is prais-
ing this Congress as somehow being
open. The fact of the matter is this is
the most closed Congress in the history
of the United States of America. This
is appalling the way this House of Rep-
resentatives has been run. Routinely,
important, vital issues are shut out
from debate on the House floor, and
what we are talking about here today
is no exception.

The rule includes the FY2015 Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act. I am
pleased that the NDAA establishes the
Blackstone River Valley National His-
torical Park, but this version of the
NDAA also authorizes over $500 billion
for the Pentagon’s base budget and, on
top of that, includes an additional $63.7
billion for the Pentagon slush fund to
finance the continuing war in Afghani-
stan and the new war in Iraq and Syria
against the Islamic State.

Once again, Congress is failing to do
its job because, once again, this bill
continues to fund two wars for years to
come without Congress authorizing ei-
ther one.

First, Afghanistan. We are ostensibly
pulling out of Afghanistan in just 3
weeks, but, in fact, we are leaving
about 10,000 troops behind for the next
several years. Congress has the respon-
sibility to authorize this new mission.
We just can’t continue the same-old,
same-old.

Mr. Speaker, I will insert, for the
RECORD, a Reuters article, entitled,
“Obama Widens Post-2014 Combat Role
for U.S. Forces in Afghanistan.”

It doesn’t sound like we are winding
down anything.

[From reuters.com, Nov. 23, 2014]
OBAMA WIDENS P0ST-2014 COMBAT ROLE FOR
U.S. FORCES IN AFGHANISTAN
(By Steve Holland and Mirwais Harooni)

President Barack Obama has approved
plans to give U.S. military commanders a
wider role to fight the Taliban alongside Af-
ghan forces after the current mission ends
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next month, a senior administration official
said.

The decision made in recent weeks extends
previous plans by authorizing U.S. troops to
carry out combat operations against the
Taliban to protect Americans and support
Afghanistan’s security forces as part of the
new ISAF Resolute Support mission next
year.

Obama had announced in May that U.S.
troop levels would be cut to 9,800 by the end
of the year, by half again in 2015 and to a
normal embassy presence with a security as-
sistance office in Kabul by the end of 2016.

Under that plan, only a small contingent
of 1,800 U.S. troops was limited to counter
terrorism operations against remnants of al
Qaeda. The new orders will also allow oper-
ations against the Taliban.

“To the extent that Taliban members di-
rectly threaten the United States and coali-
tion forces in Afghanistan or provide direct
support to al Qaeda, we will take appropriate
measures to keep Americans safe,” the offi-
cial said.

A report by the New York Times late on
Friday said the new authorization also al-
lows the deployment of American jets, bomb-
ers and drones.

The announcement was welcomed by Af-
ghan police and army commanders after
heavy losses against the Taliban this sum-
mer.

“This is the decision that we needed to
hear . .. We could lose battles against the
Taliban without direct support from Amer-
ican forces,” said Khalil Andarabi, police
chief for Wardak province, about an hour’s
drive from the capital and partly controlled
by the Taliban.

Afghan government forces remain in con-
trol of all 34 provincial capitals but are suf-
fering a high rate of casualties, recently de-
scribed as unsustainable by a U.S. com-
mander in Afghanistan.

More than 4,600 Afghan force members
have been killed since the start of the year,
6.5 percent more than a year ago. Despite
being funded with more than $4 billion in aid
this year, police and soldiers frequently com-
plain they lack the resources to fight the
Taliban on their own.

“Right now we don’t have heavy weapons,
artillery and air support. If Americans
launch their own operations and help us, too,
then we will be able to tackle Taliban,” said
senior police detective Asadullah Insafi in
eastern Ghazni province.

The Taliban said it is undeterred by the
U.S. announcement.

“They will continue their killings, night
raids and dishonor to the people of Afghani-
stan in 2015. It will only make us continue
our jihad,” Taliban spokesman Zabihullah
Mujajhid said.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Twice now, Rank-
ing Member ADAM SMITH, Congressman
WALTER JONES, and I have tried to offer
an amendment requiring a vote next
March to authorize any post-2014 de-
ployment of U.S. troops in Afghani-
stan, and twice, the leadership of this
House has refused to allow our amend-
ments to come to the floor.

What is the leadership afraid of? Why
do they refuse to allow a debate and a
vote on authorizing America’s post-2014
mission in Afghanistan? Don’t we owe
it to the troops who are going to be
there? Don’t we owe it to their fami-
lies?

The gentleman from Florida talks
about that we need to be the voice of
our troops. Well, we are not the voice
of our troops. We are ducking these im-
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portant debates. It is shameful. We are
letting our troops down. We are better
than this, and we ought to be debating
and voting on these important issues.

We are also at war against the Is-
lamic State. On July 2b, this House
overwhelmingly passed a resolution
that I offered that if the U.S. were in-
volved in sustained combat operations
in Iraq, Congress should vote and enact
an authorization. Mr. Speaker, 370
Members of this House voted for that
resolution.

Two weeks after that vote, we began
bombing Iraq. We have been bombing
Iraq nearly every day for the past 4%
months. We have increased the number
of U.S. troops in Iraq to around 3,000.
On September 22, we started bombing
Syria. We have flown scores of bombing
missions over Syria over the last 2
months.

We bomb Iraq and Syria as part of
our coordinated military operations
with the Iraqi military and Kurdish
military forces. We bomb to protect in-
frastructure, and we bomb to target
towns and camps harboring Islamic
State forces. If that is not being in-
volved in sustained combat operations,
I don’t know what is.

The war against ISIL began under
this Congress. It has escalated under
this Congress. It has expanded from
Iraq to Syria and now, maybe, to Tur-
key under this Congress. It is the re-
sponsibility, the constitutional respon-
sibility of this Congress, the 113th Con-
gress, to authorize it. And yet while
the bill authorizes the money to carry
out this war, it does not allow us a
‘“‘yes’ or ‘‘no’ vote on actually author-
izing the war.

Now, last night in the Rules Com-
mittee, I offered amendments to limit
funding for the Iraq/Syria war until
Congress enacted an authorization to
ensure that U.S. ground troops in Iraq
would not engage in combat oper-
ations. Both were rejected. Both were
rejected.

Mr. Speaker, enough is enough. It is
the institutional and constitutional
duty of the Congress of the United
States to decide matters of war and
peace. It is time for the leadership of
this House to step up to the plate and
bring an authorization to the floor. It
is time to debate it and vote on it be-
fore the 113th Congress adjourns. No
more excuses. No more whining. Just
do it.

The rule also includes H.R. 5759, the
Preventing Executive Overreach on Im-
migration Act. Give me a break, Mr.
Speaker. Give me a break. For over a
year and a half, a Senate-passed bipar-
tisan comprehensive immigration re-
form bill has been awaiting House ac-
tion. All it needs is a House Republican
leadership with the political backbone
to take it up because we all know that
the votes are there. We could pass it
today or tomorrow or next week. We
could put an end to all this rancor, all
the nasty sound bites by simply doing
what we are paid to do: debating and
voting on major pieces of legislation.
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I would say to my friends on the
other side of the aisle, if you don’t
want the Executive to take administra-
tive action, then start acting like a
real Congress. There is still time before
we leave town for the holidays. Stop
this farce. Take up the Senate bill,
pass it, and send it to the President for
signature.

Mr. Speaker, whether it comes to
issues of war and peace or whether it
comes to major issues like comprehen-
sive immigration reform, the answer is
simple: all we need to do is our job.

I urge my colleagues to defeat this ri-
diculous triple-closed rule, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from OKkla-
homa (Mr. COLE).

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend from Florida for yielding.

I want to talk a little bit about the
legislation and then the rule itself.

It is not unusual that we are at a dif-
ficult moment near the end of the ses-
sion and have must-pass legislation.
And the main portion of this legisla-
tion, the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act, is actually very good and
very bipartisan. Frankly, it was passed
out of committee with overwhelming
votes from both sides of the aisle. We
all know that the chairman and the
ranking member, who are two of our
most distinguished Members, work
very well together. Like anything in a
$500 billion bill, I could quibble with
this or that, but the reality is I favor
the legislation. I have no problem sup-
porting it and the rule that moves it
forward.

I also want to agree with my friend
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN). I
have the same concerns he does about
the authorization for military action. I
jointly signed a letter with him to that
effect. I look forward to continuing to
work with him to that effect because
he is precisely right that we need to
address this. I think the appropriate
way is a full authorization debate, not
an amendment, but my friend certainly
states his case eloquently.

We also have a major lands bill ap-
propriated with this. Most of that bill
is really pretty noncontroversial. Most
of it went through committee or a lot
of it across the floor. There are a lot of
good things in there and things that I
find very easy to support.

There is a particular portion, how-
ever, that I do oppose, and that is sec-
tion 3003, as I recall. But it is basically
a copper mining issue in southeast Ari-
zona, where we have two Indian tribes
that have sacred sites in this area, on
what is now Federal land, and they
have opposed this legislation.

Now, this legislation was debated on
this floor in stand-alone legislation and
was then pulled because the votes were
not here to pass the legislation. So we
are passing, by rule, a bill that the ma-
jority in this House did not support.

Fortunately, the bill is somewhat dif-
ferent. There are a couple of things
that have been added: a consultation



H8372

with the tribes in question, a stronger
environmental review. Whether this is
window dressing or sincere is hard to
know. But I am going to urge the
tribes in question to use the consulta-
tion fully and aggressively, and I am
going to urge the Federal agencies that
are responsible for the environmental
considerations here to be extraor-
dinarily aggressive in their oversight.
We do have a trust responsibility when
it comes to sacred sites on Federal
lands—or non-Federal lands, for that
matter. We have a governmental re-
sponsibility.

This is a bill, remember, that did not
make it across this floor, and it has
never been considered by the United
States Senate on the floor. Frankly, if
that bill couldn’t make it across this
House, I very seriously doubt it would
have made it across the floor in the
Senate. So we really have the rules in
the sense, I think, thwarting the ma-
jority opinion inside the Congress, and
that is unfortunate.

However, speaking personally, when
you serve as a member of the majority
on the Rules Committee—and I was
given extraordinary latitude last night
to try to change this rule in a way that
would have stripped this particular
provision and did vote against the rule
in committee—when you are given that
responsibility, once the committee
makes its decision, you also have a re-
sponsibility to accept the decision that
has been made.

I also have the great privilege, on my
side of the aisle, of serving as a deputy
whip, and that usually requires that
you support the rule, that you support
your party, which is pretty routine on
procedural matters on both sides of the
aisle. In 12 years, I have never voted
against a rule that my own party put
on the floor, even if I had disagree-
ments with it. And I do have disagree-
ments; but in the end, I will support
the rule, with reservations.

I hope that the provisions that are in
the law—to be fair to the authors that
have been added since that legisla-
tion—will give us some avenues, but I
think we ought to reflect long and hard
over using this kind of procedural
mechanism in this way.

On our side of the aisle, we would
like to think we are going to be a dif-
ferent kind of Congress and have been
a different kind of Congress, and we
can always play the back-and-forth. We
have got plenty of gotchas for the
other side in terms of how they used
rules when they were in the majority.
But if we are going to do things dif-
ferently, it needs to start someplace.
So I wanted to come down here and
highlight this as, I think, a mistake
but make it clear, at the end of the
day, I support the rule that the com-
mittee arrived at.

I will be looking forward to working
with my friend from Massachusetts on
his particular concerns about author-
ization. I will be looking forward and
really watching this issue in Arizona
with a great deal of concern, and I will
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continue to push aggressively that we
change the manner in which we oper-
ate.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, the
American people would be Dbetter
served if we addressed our broken im-
migration system. And if we defeat the
previous question, I will offer an
amendment to the rule to bring up
H.R. 15, the immigration reform bill.

To discuss our proposal, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. PoLIS), a member of the
Rules Committee.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, the motion
that the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MCGOVERN) will make might
be our last opportunity in this Con-
gress to pass comprehensive immigra-
tion reform. We have a bipartisan bill
right here in the House of Representa-
tives. It is called H.R. 15. It is almost
identical to the Senate bill that passed
with more than two-thirds Republicans
and Democrats supporting immigration
reform.

What does that mean? This is a bill
that secures our border. This is a bill
that creates over 200,000 jobs for Amer-
ican citizens. This is a bill that re-
stores the rule of law. This is a bill
that has support from the faith com-
munity, from the business community,
from the labor community, from the
law enforcement community. This is a
bill that provides a pathway to citizen-
ship for de facto Americans who have
lived here, in some cases, for decades,
for all of their adult lives. By defeating
the previous question, we will have the
opportunity to pass that bill.

Mr. Speaker, there is sufficient sup-
port here in this body among Demo-
crats and Republicans to pass this bill
now for immigration reform, H.R. 15,
and actually solve this issue. Because,
you know what? There is one thing
that I think Democrats and Repub-
licans can agree on: what the President
has done with his executive actions
doesn’t solve the entire immigration
issue. Yes, people are discussing wheth-
er they think it helps or hurts, whether
they think it is illegal or legal—even
though it is clearly contemplated in
statute with regard to the authority
given to the Secretary with regard to
prioritization—but it doesn’t solve it.

The President alone can’t establish
border security. We need an appropria-
tion and a plan from the United States
Congress—that we have in the bill that
will pass if we can defeat the previous
question, per the Mr. MCGOVERN’S mo-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, immigration is a chal-
lenging issue for our country and is
challenging for a lot of reasons. We are
a nation of laws. We are also a nation
of immigrants. We need to reconcile
those two. We need to ensure that we
have an immigration system that re-
flects our values as Americans, and
that is good for our economy and for
job creation and restores the rule of
law. We can accomplish that right
here, right now; send the bill back to
the Senate, where I believe they will
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ratify it, and on to the President to ad-
dress this issue once and for all, rather
than have a sideshow of a discussion
about just fixing a little bit around the
edges.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. MASSIE).
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Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, on June
19, 2014, the House of Representatives
passed a historic amendment to the fis-
cal year 2015 Department of Defense
Appropriations Act. The amendment
was offered by myself and Ms. LOF-
GREN, along with several of our House
colleagues.

Our amendment blocks government
bureaucrats from performing backdoor
warrantless searches of the private
email content and telephone calls of
U.S. citizens. The amendment also pro-
hibits the NSA and CIA from requiring
technology companies to place
backdoors in their products.

Our amendment passed the House by
an overwhelming bipartisan and veto-
proof majority of 293-123. Now, some of
those who did not vote for the amend-
ment told me that they thought the
proper place for this amendment was in
the NDAA, not in an appropriations
act, and I tend to agree with them. I
would like to see that in the NDAA,
but our only opportunity was to put it
into the appropriations bill.

There has been some discussion, un-
fortunately, of recent talk, if you will,
that this amendment will be stripped
from the omnibus. If that is the case, 1
think it does belong in the NDAA this
year because this is the bill that au-
thorizes these programs that we have
heard so much about.

Americans were horrified to learn
that the government was spying on
them without even bothering to get a
warrant, and the overwhelming number
of Members who voted in favor of the
Massie-Lofgren amendment did so be-
cause they listened to their constitu-
ents. I would hope we would listen to
our constituents today, include provi-
sions to reform the NSA, particularly
the provision to stop the backdoor
warrantless spying on Americans in
this NDAA.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
for yielding time, and I urge you to in-
clude this in the underlying bill.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1% minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. CAPPS).

Mrs. CAPPS. I thank my colleague
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to highlight
one provision of this National Defense
Authorization Act that hasn’t gotten
much attention but that will make an
important difference in the lives of
many new moms who happen to be in
the military.

Over the years I am proud to have
worked with my colleagues to make
our military and veterans’ health care
programs more responsive to the
unique needs of women. Far too many
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barriers to optimal health care remain,
and that is why I am so pleased that
my TRICARE Moms Improvement Act
was incorporated into this bill.

Health care providers overwhelm-
ingly recommend that new moms ex-
clusively breast-feed their infants. But
we know that despite their good inten-
tions, far too many women who want
to breast-feed their babies find the cost
of lactation supplies and the lack of
support to be a barrier to that choice.
And while most women covered by pri-
vate insurance do have access to these
services, women with TRICARE do not.

My TRICARE Moms Improvement
Act included in this year’s defense au-
thorization bill would end that dis-
parity and that discrepancy. We must
do all we can to support our service-
members and their families, and this is
one small but meaningful way to do
just that.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. KING).

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding and the privilege to
address you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to address the un-
derlying bill that we refer to around
this Hill now as the Yoho bill, H.R.
5759. 1 appreciate the gentleman from
Florida for drafting this bill. He and I
are consistent in our philosophy, our
constitutional understanding, and our
approach.

I would say, though, that the bill
moved a little bit from the time that it
was first presented. It had the word
“amnesty’ in the title. It said, ‘‘Pre-
venting Executive Amnesty on Immi-
gration Act.” Now it says, ‘‘Preventing
Executive Overreach.” This tones it
down a little for me.

It also addresses the subject called
prosecutorial discretion. And it says in
the bill it ‘“‘ought to be applied on a
case-by-case basis and not to whole
categories of persons.” Mr. Speaker,
prosecutorial discretion can only be
applied on a case-by-case basis. It can-
not create whole classes or categories
of persons and exempt them from the
application of the law.

So I want to make sure this CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD is clear that this bill
doesn’t endorse the idea that we are
suggesting prosecutorial discretion is
anything other than what it actually
is, and that is on a case-by-case basis.

It says also:

No provision shall be interpreted or applied
to authorize the executive branch to exempt
categories of persons unlawfully present.

I agree with that. But:

Any action by the executive branch with
the purpose of circumventing the objectives
of the preceding sentence shall be null and
void and without legal effect.

That is nice. This bill amounts to a
resolution, a resolution of disagree-
ment with the President. I don’t think
it makes it clear enough that the
President has clearly violated the Con-
stitution of the United States. I don’t
want this to be in the RECORD as some-
thing that is ambiguous.
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I would also point out, Mr. Speaker,
the President knows the law. He taught
the Constitution for 10 years. For 22
times he said—at least that we know
of—into the public record, into the vid-
eotape, that he didn’t have the author-
ity to do what he did. And so if the
President has so little respect for his
own opinions, my point would be, how
would he have a lot of respect for this
bill? And so I encourage the gentleman.
I thank him for offering it.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 15 seconds.

Mr. Speaker, I want to just be clear
about one thing. The President did not
create this problem. The cowardice of
the House Republican leadership cre-
ated this crisis. Over 1%2 years after the
Senate passed an overwhelmingly bi-
partisan, comprehensive immigration
bill, this House, Mr. Speaker, has failed
to bring it up and debate it. If there is
a crisis of leadership, then it is here in
this House.

At this point, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms. TITUS).

Ms. TITUS. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to highlight a sig-
nificant provision in the defense au-
thorization bill, and this is language
that is based on H.R. 2015, the Las
Vegas Valley Public Lands and Tule
Springs Fossil Beds National Monu-
ment.

This important legislation will enact
a number of land conveyances across
southern Nevada, including over 400
acres for the Nellis Air Force Base used
for critical training missions. In addi-
tion, the legislation will protect near-
by lands that contain fossil beds dating
back thousands of years to the Ice Age.

Mr. Speaker, this bipartisan legisla-
tion enjoys the support of the entire
Nevada delegation as well as the Las
Vegas Metro Chamber of Commerce,
county and local officials, education
institutions, local tribal governments,
and area environmentalists.

For years we have been working with
leadership in the House and Senate to
advance this legislation, which will
strengthen our national security mis-
sion at Nellis, promote economic devel-
opment for southern Nevada, and pre-
serve our national history for genera-
tions to come.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. VAN HOLLEN), the distin-
guished ranking member of the Com-
mittee on the Budget.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, this
legislation, the defense authorization
bill, is now 1,648 pages, and we are
being told on the floor of the House
that we either vote for the whole thing
or nothing because we are not given a
chance for any amendments in be-
tween. There are some hugely con-
sequential decisions being made for our
national defense in this bill on issues of
war and peace.

It was just last September the Presi-
dent increased the number of American
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troops in Iraq to help train and equip
the Iraqi and Kurdish forces there. Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. JONES, and I have a bi-
partisan amendment saying that U.S.
ground forces in Iraq should not be en-
gaged in combat operations going for-
ward. The President has asserted au-
thority under the AUMF. That is a
blank check. We don’t think there
should be a blank check for the execu-
tive. This body should vote to make it
clear that U.S. forces can’t be involved
in another ground war in Iraq.

There is also a bipartisan amendment
offered by Mr. DENT from Pennsyl-
vania, myself, and others that says we
should vote on the question of whether
we should now arm the so-called mod-
erate Syrian rebels for 2 years at a
price of $500 million or up. Now, wheth-
er you are for or against it, we should
have a vote.

Mr. Speaker, I happen to think it is
a bad idea. We are not going to be able
to successfully micromanage the Syr-
ian civil war. The target of those forces
is not ISIS. So in the process, we are
actually going to be inadvertently
strengthening ISIS. But whether you
agree with me on that or not, for good-
ness’ sake, we should have an amend-
ment that has this body make a choice.
That is what we are here for, I thought,
making important policy decisions for
the country on questions of war and
peace. We owe it to our troops, and we
owe it to the American people to actu-
ally debate and vote on these con-
sequential decisions instead of a 1,600-
plus page bill that comes to the floor
and doesn’t give us that opportunity.

So since we don’t have that oppor-
tunity, I am going to vote ‘‘no”’ on the
defense authorization bill. I don’t like
to do that, but it is irresponsible and
reckless for this House not to vote on
these important issues separately.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SESSIONS), the chairman of the
Rules Committee.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the distinguished gentleman from Flor-
ida—who, by the way, Mr. Speaker, has
three sons who serve or who have
served in the United States military—
who yesterday so adequately expressed
really the concerns of not only a Mem-
ber of Congress, a father, a proud
American, but of a man who wants and
needs America to lead in this world
rather than follow.

Yesterday—or it turned into last
night—in the Rules Committee, we
spent a good bit of time that I think,
Mr. Speaker, was very thoughtful, and
on a bipartisan basis Members of this
body expressed deep and dear reserva-
tions about actually where we are as a
country, where our men and women are
in harm’s way, the mission and the
purpose of what we are attempting to
accomplish overseas.

Mr. Speaker, America has adver-
saries and also enemies. We have peo-
ple who would do terrible things not
just to their own people in foreign
countries, but who want to engage the
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United States to draw us into further
conflict. The United States is without,
in my opinion, and I think others’, a
strategic and tactical plan that would
effectively be understood by Congress
and the American people.

Yesterday—that turned into last
night—we had Members of this body on
a bipartisan basis who showed up at the
Rules Committee to politely and pro-
fessionally express their reservations
about our funding through the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act what
is considered to be a year or 2-year
long process of funding without a clear
mark, a clear understanding, about
what we are agreeing to.

Mr. Speaker, I found myself not just
agreeing with the likes of Mr. McGoV-
ERN and others who spoke about a need
for us to know what we are doing, but
I found great confidence when we had
the gentleman from Colorado, MIKE
COFFMAN, who showed up and spoke
about the unrelenting and unending
fraud on behalf of other countries tak-
ing American tax dollars.

The problem is that we are debating
this without any real discussion be-
cause our friends on the other side of
this building are not willing to engage
us on the issue. So we are viewing this
in a difficult way today.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. NUGENT. I yield the gentleman
an additional 30 seconds.

Mr. SESSIONS. I thank the gen-
tleman from Florida, a member of the
Rules Committee.

I want to show up and to say to you,
Mr. Speaker, the American people, and
Members—as they are trying to pre-
pare for what we are attempting to do
today with this document—that in
January there is going to be a reorga-
nization and discussion around this
exact same issue where we will have a
partner in the United States Senate
with thoughtful content.

Mr. Speaker, I will end here. If the
Chinese, the Russians, and the Iranians
can establish a policy of where they are
in these dangerous areas, the United
States should also. We need leadership,
and it will happen starting January 5.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the words
of the distinguished chairman of the
Rules Committee. And he is correct.
We were in a meeting yesterday for
quite some time—over 6 hours—in the
Rules Committee discussing multiple
amendments on the defense bill, on the
immigration bill, and on other things
as well.

The
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My problem with what happened yes-
terday is that, after all that talk, we
got nothing; not a single amendment is
being made in order here. We have yet
another closed process.

I appreciate the fact that the Senate
can be difficult, but the Senate is not
the problem when it comes to the
House of Representatives debating and
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voting up or down on an AUMF on Iraq
or Syria—or any other war for that
matter. We can do that ourselves. We
don’t need anybody to tell us we can do
it. We don’t need the White House to
tell us we can do it. It is our constitu-
tional responsibility.

Yes, we had a long meeting. We had
a lot of discussion. It was a spirited
discussion, but at the end of it all, we
got nothing. I regret that very much
because the issues that we talked
about last night are very, very serious,
and we owe it to the American people,
we owe it to the men and women who
we put in harm’s way to have these se-
rious discussions, and we are not hav-
ing that on the floor today.

With that, I yield 2 minutes to the

gentlewoman from Minnesota (Ms.
MCCOLLUM).
Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I

thank Mr. MCGOVERN. I would like the
RECORD to reflect my strong agreement
with the views expressed by the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN) earlier about not having amend-
ments in which we can fully discuss as
the House the 2-year funding for the
Syrian rebel army and also to make
sure that we do not have combat troops
actively engaged in Iraq.

Mr. Speaker, I am rising right now to
strongly state my deep disappointment
in a version of the Southeast Arizona
Land Exchange Act that was included
in the National Defense Authorization.

Here is the National Defense Author-
ization bill, and in here are some land
bills. Now, one of the land bills in par-
ticular that has been included in here
is extremely controversial. It is non-
germane, and it will lead to the de-
struction of sacred sites for two major
tribal nations in our country. When it
does that, when it destroys these sa-
cred sites, it benefits a foreign-owned
mining company with troubling ties to
the Government of Iran.

I would 1like to submit for the
RECORD a long list of tribal organiza-
tions and other groups who oppose this
proposal because of its direct disregard
for Native American sacred and cul-
tural sites, Mr. Speaker.

TRIBES AND TRIBAL ORGS OPPOSED TO H.R.

687, SE AZ LAND EXCHANGE
TRIBAL ORGANIZATIONS

National Congress of American Indians—
the oldest and largest organization rep-
resenting tribes across the country

National Indian Gaming Association—rep-
resents 184 tribes across the country

Inter-Tribal Council of Arizona—represents
20 tribes in Arizona

Apache Coalition—represents Apache
tribes in Arizona, New Mexico, Oklahoma

Inter-Tribal Council of Nevada—represents
27 tribes in Nevada

United South and Eastern Tribes—rep-
resents 26 tribes in Maine, New York Con-
necticut, Massachusetts, Rhode Island,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Alabama,
Mississippi, Louisiana, Florida, and Texas
and based in Tennessee

California Association of Tribal Govern-
ments—represents tribal governments in
California

Midwest Alliance of Sovereign Tribes—rep-
resents 35 tribes in Minnesota, Michigan,
Wisconsin, and Iowa
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Affiliated Tribes of the Northwest Indi-
ans—represents 57 tribes located in Wash-
ington, Oregon, Idaho, Southeast Alaska,
Northern California, and Western Montana

All Indian Pueblo Council—represents 20
pueblos located in New Mexico and Texas

Eight Northern Indian Pueblos of New
Mexico

Great Plains Tribal Chairman’s Associa-
tion—represents 16 tribes in North Dakota,
South Dakota, and Nebraska

Coalition of Large Tribes—represents 14
tribes in North Dakota, South Dakota, Mon-
tana, Idaho, Arizona, New Mexico, Utah,
Washington

Alaska Inter-Tribal Council

Navajo Nation Human Rights Commission

ALABAMA
Poarch Band of Creek Indians, Alabama
ARIZONA

San Carlos Apache Tribe, Arizona

Hopi Tribe, Arizona

Ak-Chin Indian Community, Arizona

Ft. McDowell Yavapai Nation, Arizona

White Mountain Apache Tribe, Arizona

Colorado River Indian Tribes, Arizona

Cocopah Indian Tribe, Arizona

Hopi Tribe, Arizona

Hualapai Tribe, Arizona

Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Arizona

Tohono O’odham Nation, Arizona

Quechan Indian Tribe, Arizona

Tonto Apache Tribe, Arizona

Yavapai-Apache Nation, Arizona

Yavapai Prescott Indian Tribe, Arizona

Havasupai Tribe, Arizona

Ft. Mojave Indian Tribe, Arizona, Cali-
fornia, and Nevada

Navajo Nation Council, Arizona, New Mex-
ico, and Utah

CALIFORNIA

Susanville Indian Rancheria, California

Coyote Valley Band of Pomo Indians, Cali-
fornia

Habematolel Pomo of Upper Lake, Cali-
fornia

Hopland Band of Pomo Indians, California

Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians, California

California Valley Miwok Tribe, California

Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians, Cali-
fornia

San Manuel Band of Mission Indians, Cali-
fornia

CONNECTICUT
Mohegan Tribe, Connecticut
FLORIDA
Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida
IDAHO

Coeur d’Alene Tribe, Idaho
Shoshone-Bannock Tribes, Idaho

KANSAS
Kickapoo Indian Nation, Kansas
LOUISIANA

Jena Band of Choctaw Indians, Louisiana
Tunica-Biloxi Tribe, Louisiana

MAINE
Penobscot Indian Nation, Maine
MASSACHUSETTS

Aquinnah Wampanoag Tribe of Gay Head,
Massachusetts
Mashpee Wampanoag Tribe, Massachusetts

MICHIGAN

Saginaw Chippewa Tribe, Michigan
Sault Ste. Marie Tribe, Michigan

MINNESOTA
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe, Minnesota

Prairie Island Indian Community, Min-
nesota
Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Indian
Community, Minnesota
MISSISSIPPI

Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians, Mis-
sissippi
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NEBRASKA
Santee Sioux Tribe, Nebraska
NEVADA

Moapa Band of Paiutes, Nevada
Shoshone-Paiute Tribes, Nevada and Idaho
Walker River Paiute Tribe, Nevada

NEW MEXICO

Jicarilla Apache Nation, New Mexico
Mescalero Apache Tribe, New Mexico
Pueblo of Zuni, New Mexico

Pueblo of Tesuque, New Mexico
Pueblo of Santa Clara, New Mexico
Pueblo of Acoma, New Mexico
Pueblo of Laguna, New Mexico
Pueblo of Zuni, New Mexico

NEW YORK
Seneca Nation, New York
NORTH CAROLINA

Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, North
Carolina

OKLAHOMA

Cherokee Nation, Oklahoma

Ft. Sill Apache Tribe, Oklahoma and New
Mexico

Osage Nation, Oklahoma

OREGON

Coos, Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw Indians
Coquille Indian Tribe, Oregon

RHODE ISLAND
Narragansett Tribe, Rhode Island
SOUTH CAROLINA
Catawba Indian Nation, South Carolina
SOUTH DAKOTA
Oglala Sioux Tribe, South Dakota
WASHINGTON

Confederated Tribes of the Colville Res-
ervation, Washington

Muckleshoot Indian Tribe, Washington

Puyallup Tribe of Indians, Washington

Quinault Indian Nation, Washington

Hoh Indian Nation, Washington

Samish Indian Nation, Washington

Suquamish Indian Tribe, Washington

Swinomish Indian Tribal Community,
Washington

WISCONSIN

Bad River Band of Lake Superior Tribe of
Chippewa Indians, Wisconsin

Ho-Chunk Nation, Wisconsin

Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior
Chippewa Indians, Wisconsin

Oneida Nation, Wisconsin

Sokaogan Chippewa Community, Wis-
consin

Stockbridge-Munsee Community, Band of
Mohican Indians, Wisconsin

OTHER GROUPS OPPOSING H.R. 687/S. 339, SE
AZ LAND EXCHANGE

Town of Superior

Queen Valley Golf Association, Queen Val-
ley, Arizona

Queen Valley Homeowners Association,
Queen Valley, Arizona

Peridot Strategic Tribal Empowerment
Prevention Plan

Arizona Mining Reform Coalition

American Lands

Access Fund

Arizona Mountaineering Club

Arizona Native Plant Society

Arizona Wildlife Federation

The American Alpine Club—Golden, CO

Center for Biological Diversity

Chiricahua-Dragoon Conservation Alliance

Comstock Residents Association—Virginia
City, NV

Concerned Citizens and Retired Miners Co-
alition—Superior, AZ

Concerned Climbers of Arizona, LLC

Earthworks

Endangered Species Coalition

Environment America

Environment Arizona

Friends Committee on National Legisla-
tion

Friends of Ironwood Forest—Tucson, AZ

Friends of the Boundary Waters Wilderness

Friends of The Cloquet Valley State Forest

Friends of the Kalmiopsis—Grants Pass,
OR

Friends of Queen Creek

Gila Resources Information Project

Grand Canyon Chapter—Sierra Club

Great Basin Mine Watch

Groundwater Awareness League—Green
Valley, AZ

High Country Citizens’ Alliance—Crested
Butte, CO

Information Network for Responsible Min-
ing—Telluride, CO

Keepers of the Water—Manistee, M1

League of Conservation Voters

Maricopa Audubon Society—Phoenix, AZ

Ministers’ Conference of Winston-Salem,
North Carolina & Vicinity

The Morning Star Institute—Washington,
D.C.

Mount Graham Coalition—Arizona

Natural Resources Defense Council

National Wildlife Federation

Progressive National Baptist Convention

Religion and Human Rights Forum for the
Preservation of Native American Sacred
Sites and Rights

Rock Creek Alliance—Sandpoint, ID

San Juan Citizens Alliance—Durango, CO

Save Our Cabinets—Heron, MT

Save Our Sky Blue Waters—Minnesota

Save the Scenic Santa Ritas

Sierra Club

Sky Island Alliance

The Lands Council—Spokane, WA

Tucson Audubon Society

Water More Precious Than Gold

Western Lands Exchange Project—Seattle,
WA

Wilderness Workshop

Wisconsin Resources Protection Council—
Tomahawk, WI

Yuma Audubon Society
TRIBES AND TRIBAL ORGS WITH RESOLUTIONS/

LETTERS OPPOSING H.R. 1904 IN THE 112TH

CONGRESS—SAME BILL AS H.R. 687

National Congress of American Indians

Inter-Tribal Council of Arizona

Inter-Tribal Council of Nevada

United South and Eastern Tribes

Midwest Alliance of Sovereign Tribes

Great Plains Tribal Chairman’s Associa-
tion—represents 16 tribes in North Dakota,
South Dakota, and Nebraska

All Indian Pueblo Council

Eight Northern Indian Pueblos Council,
Inc.

Affiliated Tribes of the Northwest Indians

Association on American Indian Affairs,
Maryland

ARIZONA

San Carlos Apache Tribe, Arizona
White Mountain Apache Tribe, Arizona
Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Arizona
Yavapai-Apache Nation, Arizona
Yavapai-Prescott Indian Tribe, Arizona
Ft. McDowell Yavapai Nation, Arizona
Cocopah Indian Tribe, Arizona
Hopi Tribe, Arizona
Tohono O’odham Nation, Arizona
Navajo Nation Council, Arizona, New Mex-
ico, and Utah
Navajo Nation Human Rights Commission
Dine (Navajo) Medicine Men’s Association
Ft. Mojave Indian Tribe, Arizona, Cali-
fornia, and Nevada
ALABAMA
Poarch Band of Creek Indians, Alabama
ALASKA

Sealaska Heritage Institute, Alaska

CALIFORNIA
Susanville Indian Rancheria, California
Ramona Band of Cahuilla, California
Kashia Band of Pomo Indians, California
Karuk Tribe, California
COLORADO
Ute Mountain Ute Tribe, Colorado
Idaho Shoshone-Bannock Tribes, Idaho
MICHIGAN
Saginaw Chippewa Indian Tribe, Michigan
NEVADA
Duckwater Shoshone Tribe, Nevada
Fallon Paiute-Shoshone Tribe, Nevada
Wells Band Council, Te-Moak Tribe, Ne-
vada
NEW MEXICO
Mescalero Apache Tribe, New Mexico
Jicarilla Apache Nation, New Mexico
Pueblo of Tesuque, New Mexico
Pueblo of Picuris, New Mexico
Pueblo of Santo Domingo, New Mexico
Pueblo of Santa Clara, New Mexico
Pueblo of Zuni, New Mexico and Arizona
WASHINGTON
Confederated Tribes and Band of the
Yakama Nation, Washington
Confederated Tribes of the Colville Res-
ervation, Washington
Puyallup Tribe of Indians, Washington
Skokomish Indian Tribe, Washington
Muckleshoot Tribe, Washington
Hoh Indian Nation, Washington
WYOMING
Shoshone & Arapaho Tribes, Wyoming

Ms. McCOLLUM. Unfortunately, the
amendment to strike this provision
from the bill offered by the gentleman
from Oklahoma (Mr. COLE), who is the
cochair of the Native American Caucus
along with me—a bipartisan amend-
ment—was totally rejected by the
Rules Committee; so, Mr. Speaker, I
urge my colleagues to oppose this rule.

The National Defense Authorization
Act should not be used as a vehicle to
undermine our commitment to pro-
tecting religious liberties for tribal na-
tions where so many of those men and
women have proudly fought to serve
their country, the United States of
America.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I think
Mr. COLE really addressed the issue. In
regards as to how it went down in the
Rules Committee, he clearly addressed
the issue on this floor in regards to his
support of the rule, even though he
didn’t get everything that he wanted.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LEE).

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank the gentleman for yield-
ing and for his leadership and for really
trying at least to allow many of us
with different points of view to have
some input into this rule and this bill.
Unfortunately, that did not happen at
the Rules Committee, so of course, I
rise in strong opposition to this rule to
provide consideration for the National
Defense Authorization Act.

While I certainly support several ele-
ments of this bill, I have grave con-
cerns about the more than $63 billion
in funding for the overseas contingency
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operations fund. The OCO account re-
mains a slush fund that allows the Pen-
tagon to circumvent the Budget Con-
trol Act, and we still haven’t received
an audit from the Pentagon.

Every agency has to go through an
audit process. What happened at the
Pentagon—we still have not received
the audit for a lot of reasons that they
state, but in a bipartisan way, many of
us are urging the Defense Department
to come up and show us the numbers,
show us what their audit will provide,
so the American people know what
their taxpayer dollars are paying for.

I also have grave concerns about au-
thorizing any funding for the current
war in Iraq and Syria—and, yes, that is
a war that is taking place. Congress
has not yet debated or authorized this
new war. We see more and more troops
being sent to the region; and, of course,
unintended consequences could put
these troops in harm’s way and lead to
combat operations. I don’t believe the
American people want to see our brave
young men and women in that role.

That is why many of us have called
and will call on Congress to live up to
its constitutional responsibility and
have a full debate on any authorization
for any use of military force. We are in
a war, Mr. Speaker, and each and every
day we see more and more danger. We
see more and more warfare take place.
Enough is enough.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield an addi-
tional 1 minute to the gentlewoman.

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker,
committing the United States to yet
another long-term war in the Middle
East, it should never be an after-
thought. What we continue to do is au-
thorize, in a variety of bills, the con-
tinuation of a war that has not been
authorized nor declared.

I know that the American people
worry about the world and what is tak-
ing place. They know how dangerous
the world is. We know that also, and we
know that the Pentagon deserves a
budget and authorizations that ensure
our national security, but we also
know that we have a constitutional re-
sponsibility to debate the use of force,
and in fact, if we believe that that is
the course of action that our country
should take, then let’s have an up-or-
down vote.

This really should be the moment
that we are debating that because,
once we leave here, come January, we
don’t know what will happen. We don’t
know how far this war will have ex-
panded, and it will continue to be an
unauthorized war.

Congress and the American people
deserve to understand the costs and
consequences to our national security
and to our domestic priorities in fight-
ing this war.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. May I inquire how
many additional speakers the gen-
tleman has?
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Mr. NUGENT. I have none.

Mr. MCGOVERN. We have a couple,
but they are not here yet. I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am sad to say that
this Congress is kind of ending the way
it began, under a very closed and re-
strictive process. As I said earlier, this
is the most-closed Congress in the his-
tory of the United States of America.

Routinely important issues, issues
that impact not just the American peo-
ple, but that impact the entire world,
are denied a debate on the House floor.
We are bringing up multiple bills here
today all under a very closed process;
yet there are some very important
issues that need to be debated and to
be discussed and to be voted on.

I have crumbling bridges and sewer
and water systems in my district that
need repair, and I can’t get a penny to
repair or replace them. We are told
that we don’t have any money, but we
seem to have billions and billions of
dollars to throw at these endless wars
in Afghanistan and the Middle East.

Mr. Speaker, I enter into the RECORD
the November 2 New York Times edi-
torial, ““The New War’s Rising Cost.”

[From the New York Times, Nov. 2, 2014]

THE NEW WAR’S RISING COST
(By the Editorial Board)

The Pentagon disclosed last week that
America’s ever-shifting new war in the Mid-
dle East has cost taxpayers more than half a
billion dollars since it began in August. Yet
Congress has not bothered to hold a vote to
authorize the Obama administration’s deci-
sion to get into another war.

As the price tag of the military campaign
in Iraq and Syria rises, it might seem rea-
sonable to expect that Congress would have
to consider the state of the effort and appro-
priate funding for it. Thanks to the dysfunc-
tional politics of defense budgeting, it turns
out Congress won’t have to—at least not
anytime soon.

As of Oct. 16, the air campaign against the
Islamic State, also known as ISIS, had cost
$580 million, according to the Pentagon. The
military is paying for the bombing sorties
using the Overseas Contingency Operations
budget, a flexible fund established for the
wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. With the Af-
ghan war drawing to a close this year, the
Obama administration had sought to cut
that fund from the nearly $85 billion appro-
priated for 2014 to $59 billion for 2015. But be-
cause lawmakers were not able to pass a
budget in time, the fund will continue at last
year’s level under a continuing resolution
that ends in December and is likely to be ex-
tended until the spring.

Authorizing a new defense budget would
force lawmakers to take stock of the mili-
tary action that was initially billed as a lim-
ited defensive measure before the White
House said that it was likely to last for
yvears. It would also serve as an opportunity
to revisit the dubious legal authority the
White House is relying on.

American officials continue to be alarm-
ingly vague about a central unanswered
question about the military campaign
against the Islamic State: whether it for-
mally or implicitly represents a shift in
American policy toward the government of
President Bashar al-Assad of Syria. Wash-
ington has called for Mr. Assad’s ouster and
has provided limited support to rebel fac-
tions fighting the state. But the United
States must clarify what its goals are con-
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cerning Mr. Assad, some senior administra-
tion officials believe, including Defense Sec-
retary Chuck Hagel, as Mark Landler of The
Times reported recently.

The Pentagon says the bombing campaign
has dealt the Islamic State setbacks in the
battlefield. But the group remains strong
and continues to make inroads in key parts
of Syria and Iraq. Military officials have said
curiously little in recent weeks about
Khorasan, a militant group they described
during the early stages of the airstrikes in
Syria as posing an imminent threat to the
United States. The vague and at times con-
tradictory information the government has
provided about that group, and the broader
strategy, shows a distressing level of improv-
isation.

The past few weeks have also presented re-
minders of the risks of the military mission.
Officials at the Pentagon are worried about
reports that Islamic State fighters have ac-
quired shoulder-fired surface-to-air missiles,
which could be used to bring down American
aircraft. Those fighters recently took credit
for shooting down an Iraqi military heli-
copter; the group posted online a manual in-
structing fighters how to use one of the mis-
siles to bring down Apache helicopters, one
of the attack aircraft the Pentagon has been
using.

Congress has a responsibility to take a
hard look at the long-term goal of the mili-
tary mission and its projected cost. It has
skirted that duty for too long.

[From Reuters.com, Nov. 23, 2014]
OBAMA WIDENS P0sT-2014 COMBAT ROLE FOR
U.S. FORCES IN AFGHANISTAN

(By Steve Holland and Mirwais Harooni)

President Barack Obama has approved
plans to give U.S. military commanders a
wider role to fight the Taliban alongside Af-
ghan forces after the current mission ends
next month, a senior administration official
said.

The decision made in recent weeks extends
previous plans by authorizing U.S. troops to
carry out combat operations against the
Taliban to protect Americans and support
Afghanistan’s security forces as part of the
new ISAF Resolute Support mission next
year.

Obama had announced in May that U.S.
troop levels would be cut to 9,800 by the end
of the year, by half again in 2015 and to a
normal embassy presence with a security as-
sistance office in Kabul by the end of 2016.

Under that plan, only a small contingent
of 1,800 U.S. troops was limited to counter
terrorism operations against remnants of al
Qaeda. The new orders will also allow oper-
ations against the Taliban.

“To the extent that Taliban members di-
rectly threaten the United States and coali-
tion forces in Afghanistan or provide direct
support to al Qaeda, we will take appropriate
measures to keep Americans safe,”” the offi-
cial said.

A report by the New York Times late on
Friday said the new authorization also al-
lows the deployment of American jets, bomb-
ers and drones.

The announcement was welcomed by Af-
ghan police and army commanders after
heavy losses against the Taliban this sum-
mer.

“This is the decision that we needed to
hear . .. We could lose battles against the
Taliban without direct support from Amer-
ican forces,” said Khalil Andarabi, police
chief for Wardak province, about an hour’s
drive from the capital and partly controlled
by the Taliban.

Afghan government forces remain in con-
trol of all 34 provincial capitals but are suf-
fering a high rate of casualties, recently de-
scribed as unsustainable by a U.S. com-
mander in Afghanistan.
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More than 4,600 Afghan force members
have been killed since the start of the year,
6.5 percent more than a year ago. Despite
being funded with more than $4 billion in aid
this year, police and soldiers frequently com-
plain they lack the resources to fight the
Taliban on their own.

“Right now we don’t have heavy weapons,
artillery and air support. If Americans
launch their own operations and help us, too,
then we will be able to tackle Taliban,” said
senior police detective Asadullah Insafi in
eastern Ghazni province.

The Taliban said it is undeterred by the
U.S. announcement.

“They will continue their killings, night
raids and dishonor to the people of Afghani-
stan in 2015. It will only make us continue
our jihad,” Taliban spokesman Zabihullah
Mujajhid said.

Mr. MCGOVERN. We seem to have
money for these other things. We heard
earlier today about the fact that there
are 50,000 ghost soldiers in Iraq that we
are funding with our taxpayer dollars;
they don’t exist. Somebody is stealing
that money, and where is the outrage
in this Congress? Where is the outrage?

Mr. Speaker, these wars deserve a de-
bate. They deserve our oversight. We
are supposed to be a deliberative body.
We should be talking about these
things, and we are getting more deeply
involved in another war in Iraq and in
Syria. We have 3,000 troops in Iraq
right now. God knows how many are
going to be there when we come back
in January.

By the way, there is nothing in this
bill that prevents the President from
adjusting the mission of those troops,
so that they are engaged in direct on-
the-ground combat. It is something
that we ought to be concerned about;
yet we are not. We are leaving town
without even talking about this stuff.

You don’t need an NDAA bill to be
able to debate and vote on an author-
ization. All we need is a Republican
leadership with the backbone to bring
it to the floor. This is our responsi-
bility. This is our job. This is our con-
stitutional responsibility; yet we are
not doing anything.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to
enter into the RECORD an article by
FOX News political analyst Juan Wil-
liams entitled, ‘‘Congress ducks its
duty on ISIS vote.”

[From TheHill.com, Oct. 6, 2014]
JUAN WILLIAMS: CONGRESS DUCKS ITS DUTY
ON ISIS VOTE
(By Juan Williams)

Speaker John Boehner (R-Ohio) said re-
cently he would not even ask his colleagues
to vote on an authorization to use military
force against the Islamic State in Iraq and
Syria (ISIS) until next year, when the new
Congress is seated.

Boehner told the New York Times, ‘‘Doing
this with a whole group of members who are
on their way out the door, I don’t think that
is the right way to handle this.”

Then last week he changed his position,
telling ABC News he is willing to call the
House into session to debate the U.S. mili-
tary action to destroy the terrorists. But the
Speaker said it is up to President Obama to
request a Congressional vote authorizing
military action.

Meanwhile, the Speaker said it was wrong
of President Obama to try to beat the terror-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

ists without putting American military com-
bat ‘“boots on the ground’ to win the current
fight.

Huh? That makes no sense. When did
House Republicans start taking orders from
President Obama?

The hard fact is the GOP House is respon-
sible for its own failure to act on the central
question of authorizing the U.S. military to
put combat boots on the ground.

‘“‘Since when do we sit around waiting,
using the excuse ‘He didn’t ask’?”’ House Mi-
nority Leader Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) asked
reporters last week. ‘“No, if you want to have
an authorization that has any constraints on
the president, you don’t wait for him to
write it.”

Instead, some Republican House members
are busy campaigning for reelection by ap-
pealing to voters’ fears about the ISIS
threat.

Rep. Doug Lamborn, a Colorado Repub-
lican, told his constituents that his fellow
House Republicans are sharing political com-
plaints about the president with com-
manders in charge of the military.

““A lot of us are talking to the generals be-
hind the scenes, saying, ‘Hey, if you disagree
with the policy that the White House has
given you, let’s have a resignation,”’” Rep.
Lamborn said. He added that any Generals
who resigned in protest would ‘‘go out in a
blaze of glory.”

That is an overt effort to undermine civil-
ian control of the U.S. military, which is re-
quired by the Constitution. It is outrageous.
It is a purely partisan effort to win votes by
playing to extremist hatred of the president.

These right-wing attacks are coming from
some of the same people who condemned
anyone in disagreement with any part of the
Bush administration’s foreign policy as ‘‘soft
on terrorism,’”’ ‘‘unpatriotic’ or worse.

Is it any wonder that Congress now has an
80 percent disapproval rating and a 12.6 ap-
proval rating, according to the latest Real
Clear Politics average?

Is it any wonder that, according to a re-
cent ABC News/Washington Post poll, 51 per-
cent of Americans would not vote to reelect
their own representative, the highest figure
recorded on that question in the 25-year his-
tory of the poll?

Article I of the Constitution gives Con-
gress, not the president, the power to declare
war. However, Congress has not made a for-
mal declaration of war since World War II.

Since then, Authorizations for Use of Mili-
tary Force or “AUMFs” have become politi-
cally expedient substitutes.

Now, the current Congress is too cowardly
to even vote on that kind of nominal ap-
proval. Some say the 2001 and 2002 AUMFs
that gave President Bush the authority to
use the military against the perpetrators of
9/11 and Saddam Hussein, respectively, are
still in effect.

As my friend and Fox News Senior Judicial
Analyst Judge Andrew Napolitano has noted,
this is ridiculous because ISIS did not exist
in 2001 and 2002, so Congress could not have
intended the AUMFs to apply to the group
by any stretch of the imagination.

Last week, one major Western democracy
did call its legislature back from a weeks-
long recess to vote on the critical, time-sen-
sitive issue of military strikes against ISIS.

That legislative body was Britain’s Par-
liament—not the U.S. Congress.

Congress is not absolved of responsibility
just because we are in the middle of a polit-
ical campaign season—especially when its
members are telling us that ISIS is on the
march and, in the words of Sen. Lindsey Gra-
ham (R-S.C.), ‘“we need to stop them before
we all get killed here at home.”

Members have a job to do right now and
they are not doing it.
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There are increasing signs that many Re-
publican members in Speaker Boehner’s own
caucus can no longer stomach this hypocrisy
and abdication of Congress’ duty.

““The president should have come to Con-
gress and still should come to Congress for
authorization,” Rep. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen, a
Florida Republican who used to chair the
House Foreign Affairs Committee, told
BuzzFeed.

“Everybody can come back at a moment’s
notice. Everyone is in the districts . . . We
can all go back [to D.C. for a vote] and I hope
we do,” she added.

“If you can’t make the argument for or
against an AUMF, and actually justify your
vote for or against an AUMF, you have abso-
lutely no business being in Congress,” Rep.
Raul Labrador, an Idaho Republican and Tea
Party favorite, told the Washington Post.

““This is why we come to Congress . . . It’s
shameful if anyone here in Congress decides
that they would rather leave it up to the
president by himself to determine if we
should actually be doing something in that
region of the world.”” Labrador said.

Principled Republicans like Ros-Lehtinen
and Labrador are in the minority within
their party.

Their ranks may be growing, but they are
still a minority.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I also
want to talk a little bit about the im-
migration bill. As I said before, the
President didn’t create this problem.
Quite frankly, the House Republican
leadership created this problem. We
had the Senate that acted in a good
faith bipartisan manner and passed a
comprehensive immigration reform
bill. That was a year and a half ago.

In a year and a half, this House of
Representatives has done nothing ex-
cept come to the floor and demagogue
the immigration issue. The debate on
the other side of the aisle, quite frank-
ly, has gotten so ugly that it is, I
think, beneath the level of dignity of
this House of Representatives.

We should expect better in terms of
the debate on the issue of immigration.
I enter into the RECORD the November
20 editorial from The New York Times,
which concludes by saying:

The right will falsely label Mr. Obama’s
actions lawless. They are a victory for prob-
lem-solving over posturing, common sense
over cruelty, and lawful order over a chaotic
status quo.

[From the New York Times, Nov. 20, 2014]
AT LONG LAST, IMMIGRATION ACTION
(By the Editorial Board)

President Obama says he will speak to the
nation on Thursday night about making
major changes to immigration policy, in-
cluding shielding several million unauthor-
ized immigrants from deportation. He in-
tends to do this under executive authority,
because he has given up waiting for Congress
to act.

The result will not be ideal, but no broad
executive action on immigration was ever
going to be. Only Congress can create an im-
migration system that rescues workers and
families from unjust laws and creates legal
pathways to citizenship. The best Mr. Obama
can offer is a reprieve to people trapped by
Congress’s failures—temporary permission to
live and work without fear.

But respite for as many as four million to
five million people, according to some esti-
mates, should be cause for relief and celebra-
tion. The reasons given by Mr. Obama and
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his aides are sound and well within the law.
The executive branch has limited means to
deport all 11 million people living here with-
out authorization. It should focus on expel-
ling serious and violent criminals, and not
waste money and effort on breaking up fami-
lies, and deporting those who contribute to
society and whose ties to this country are
deep and permanent.

Details have not been announced, but it
seems that Mr. Obama’s plan will protect the
parents of citizens and legal permanent resi-
dents, and a larger portion of the young peo-
ple called Dreamers, who came here when
they were children. Other, smaller groups
may qualify as well.

Mr. Obama should draw the circle of inclu-
sion as large as possible—up to the eight mil-
lion or so who might have qualified under an
ambitious bipartisan bill that passed the
Senate last year. But Mr. Obama, who wants
to bolster his actions against legal attack,
seems unlikely to include parents whose
children lack citizenship or green cards.
Tens of thousands of families will surely be
disheartened by this exclusion and other po-
litically motivated shortcomings—the plan
is expected to bar recipients from health
coverage under the Affordable Care Act, for
example. Some immigrant advocacy groups
have already denounced the plan as too cau-
tious and too small.

The backlash on the right, too, is well un-
derway, with Republican lawmakers con-
demning what they see as a tyrannical usur-
pation of congressional authority by ‘“‘Em-
peror’”’ Obama. They fail to mention, though,
that new priorities will put the vast deporta-
tion machinery to better use against serious
criminals, terrorists and security threats,
which should be the goal of any sane law-en-
forcement regime. Nor did they ever com-
plain when Mr. Obama aggressively used his
executive authority to ramp up deportations
to an unprecedented peak of 400,000 a year.

It has been the immigration system’s re-
treat from sanity, of course, that made Mr.
Obama’s new plan necessary. Years were
wasted, and countless families broken, while
Mr. Obama clung to a futile strategy of lur-
ing Republicans toward a legislative deal. He
has been his own worst enemy—over the
years he stressed his executive impotence,
telling advocates that he could not change
the system on his own. This may have suited
his legislative strategy, but it was not true.

It’s good that Mr. Obama has finally
turned the page. He plans to lead a rally in
Las Vegas on Friday at a high school where
he outlined his immigration agenda in Janu-
ary 2013. Legislative solutions are a dim hope
for some future day when the Republican
fever breaks. But until then, here we are.

This initiative cannot be allowed to fail for
lack of support from those who accept the
need for progress on immigration, however
incremental. Courageous immigrant advo-
cates, led by day laborers, Dreamers and oth-
ers, have pressed a reluctant president to ac-
knowledge the urgency of their cause—and
to do something about it. The only proper
motion now is forward.

The right will falsely label Mr. Obama’s
actions lawless. They are a victory for prob-
lem-solving over posturing, common sense
over cruelty, and lawful order over a chaotic
status quo.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I also enter into the
RECORD a November 25 letter from 130
legal scholars on why President
Obama’s action is lawful and has his-
torical precedent.

25 NOVEMBER 2014.

We write as scholars and teachers of immi-
gration law who have reviewed the executive
actions announced by the President on No-
vember 20, 2014. It is our considered view
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that the expansion of the Deferred Action for
Childhood Arrivals (DACA) and establish-
ment of the Deferred Action for Parental Ac-
countability (DAPA) programs are within
the legal authority of the executive branch
of the government of the United States. To
explain, we cite federal statutes, regulations,
and historical precedents. We do not express
any views on the policy aspects of these two
executive actions.

This letter updates a letter transmitted by
136 law professors to the White House on
September 3, 2014, on the role of executive
action in immigration law.! We focus on the
legal basis for granting certain noncitizens
in the United States ‘‘deferred action” sta-
tus as a temporary reprieve from deporta-
tion. One of these programs, Deferred Action
for Childhood Arrivals (DACA), was estab-
lished by executive action in June 2012. On
November 20, the President announced the
expansion of eligibility criteria for DACA
and the creation of a new program, Deferred
Action for Parental Accountability (DAPA).

PROSECUTORIAL DISCRETION IN IMMIGRATION

LAW ENFORCEMENT

Both November 20 executive actions relat-
ing to deferred action are exercises of pros-
ecutorial discretion. Prosecutorial discretion
refers to the authority of the Department of
Homeland Security to decide how the immi-
gration laws should be applied.2 Prosecu-
torial discretion is a long-accepted legal
practice in practically every law enforce-
ment context,? unavoidable whenever the ap-
propriated resources do not permit 100 per-
cent enforcement. In immigration enforce-
ment, prosecutorial discretion covers both
agency decisions to refrain from acting on
enforcement, like cancelling or not serving
or filing a charging document or Notice to
Appear with the immigration court, as well
as decisions to provide a discretionary rem-
edy like granting a stay of removal,? parole,5
or deferred action.b

Prosecutorial discretion provides a tem-
porary reprieve from deportation. Some
forms of prosecutorial discretion, like de-
ferred action, confer ‘‘lawful presence’ and
the ability to apply for work authorization.”
However, the benefits of the deferred action
programs announced on November 20 are not
unlimited. The DACA and DAPA programs,
like any other exercise of prosecutorial dis-
cretion do not provide an independent means
to obtain permanent residence in the United
States, nor do they allow a noncitizen to ac-
quire eligibility to apply for naturalization
as a U.S. citizen. As the President has em-
phasized, only Congress can prescribe the
qualifications for permanent resident status
or citizenship.

STATUTORY AUTHORITY AND LONG-STANDING

AGENCY PRACTICE

Focusing first on statutes enacted by Con-
gress, §103(a) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (“INA” or the ‘“‘Act”), clearly em-
powers the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity (DHS) to make choices about immigra-
tion enforcement. That section provides:
“The Secretary of Homeland Security shall
be charged with the administration and en-
forcement of this Act and all other laws re-
lating to the immigration and naturalization
of aliens . . . .”8 INA §242(g) recognizes the
executive branch’s legal authority to exer-
cise prosecutorial discretion, specifically by
barring judicial review of three particular
types of prosecutorial discretion decisions:
to commence removal proceedings, to adju-
dicate cases, and to execute removal orders.®
In other sections of the Act, Congress has ex-
plicitly recognized deferred action by name,
as a tool that the executive branch may use,
in the exercise of its prosecutorial discre-
tion, to protect certain victims of abuse,
crime or trafficking.l® Another statutory
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provision, INA §274A(h)(3), recognizes execu-
tive branch authority to authorize employ-
ment for noncitizens who do not otherwise
receive it automatically by virtue of their
particular immigration status. This provi-
sion (and the formal regulations noted
below) confer the work authorization eligi-
bility that is part of both the DACA and
DAPA programs.

Based on this statutory foundation, the ap-
plication of prosecutorial discretion to indi-
viduals or groups has been part of the immi-
gration system for many years. Long-
standing provisions of the formal regulations
promulgated under the Act (which have the
force of law) reflect the prominence of pros-
ecutorial discretion in immigration law. De-
ferred action is expressly defined in one reg-
ulation as ‘“‘an act of administrative conven-
ience to the government which gives some
cases lower priority’’ and goes on to author-
ize work permits for those who receive de-
ferred action.l! Agency memoranda further
reaffirm the role of prosecutorial discretion
in immigration law. In 1976, President Ford’s
Immigration and Naturalization Service
(INS) General Counsel Sam Bernsen stated in
a legal opinion, ‘“The reasons for the exercise
of prosecutorial discretion are both practical
and humanitarian. There simply are not
enough resources to enforce all of the rules
and regulations presently on the books.”’12 In
2000, a memorandum on prosecutorial discre-
tion in immigration matters issued by INS
Commissioner Doris Meissner provided that
“[s]ervice officers are not only authorized by
law but expected to exercise discretion in a
judicious manner at all stages of the enforce-
ment process,”” and spelled out the factors
that should guide those decisions.!® In 2011,
Immigration and Customs Enforcement in
the Department of Homeland Security pub-
lished guidance known as the ‘‘Morton
Memo,” outlining more than one dozen fac-
tors, including humanitarian factors, for em-
ployees to consider in deciding whether pros-
ecutorial discretion should be exercised.
These factors—now updated by the Novem-
ber 20 executive actions—include tender or
elderly age, long-time lawful permanent resi-
dence, and serious health conditions.
JUDICIAL RECOGNITION OF EXECUTIVE BRANCH

PROSECUTORIAL DISCRETION IN IMMIGRATION

CASES

Federal courts have also explicitly recog-
nized prosecutorial discretion in general and
deferred action in particular.!®> Notably, the
U.S. Supreme Court noted in its Arizona v.
United States decision in 2012: ‘‘A principal
feature of the removal system is the broad
discretion exercised by immigration offi-
cials. . . . Federal officials, as an initial
matter, must decide whether it makes sense
to pursue removal at all . . . .”’16 In its 1999
decision in Reno v. American-Arab Anti-Dis-
crimination Committee, the Supreme Court
explicitly recognized deferred action by
name. This affirmation of the role of discre-
tion is consistent with congressional appro-
priations for immigration enforcement,
which are at an annual level that would
allow for the arrest, detention, and deporta-
tion of fewer than 4 percent of the nonciti-
zens in the United States who lack lawful
immigration status.1?

Based on statutory authority, U.S. immi-
gration agencies have a long history of exer-
cising prosecutorial discretion for a range of
reasons that include economic or humani-
tarian considerations, especially—albeit not
only—when the noncitizens involved have
strong family ties or long-term residence in
the United States.18 Prosecutorial discretion,
including deferred action, has been made
available on both a case-by-case basis and a
group basis, as are true under DACA and
DAPA. But even when a program like de-
ferred action has been aimed at a particular
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group of people, individuals must apply, and

the agency must exercise its discretion based

on the facts of each individual case. Both

DACA and DAPA explicitly incorporate that

requirement.

HISTORICAL PRECEDENTS FOR DEFERRED ACTION
AND SIMILAR PROGRAMS FOR INDIVIDUALS
AND GROUPS
As examples of the exercise of prosecu-

torial discretion, numerous administrations
have issued directives providing deferred ac-
tion or functionally similar forms of pros-
ecutorial discretion to groups of noncitizens,
often to large groups. The administrations of
Presidents Ronald Reagan and George H.W.
Bush deferred the deportations of a then-pre-
dicted (though ultimately much lower) 1.5
million noncitizen spouses and children of
immigrants who qualified for legalization
under the Immigration Reform and Control
Act (IRCA) of 1986, authorizing work permits
for the spouses.l® Presidents Reagan and
Bush took these actions, even though Con-
gress had decided to exclude them from
IRCA.20 Among the many other examples of
significant deferred action or similar pro-
grams are two during the George W. Bush ad-
ministration: a deferred action program in
2005 for foreign academic students affected
by Hurricane Katrina,?! and ‘‘Deferred En-
forcement Departure’ for certain Liberians
in 2007.22 Several decades earlier, the Reagan
administration issued a form of prosecu-
torial discretion called ‘‘Extended Voluntary
Departure” in 1981 to thousands of Polish na-
tionals.23 The legal sources and historical ex-
amples of immigration prosecutorial discre-
tion described above are by no means ex-
haustive, but they underscore the legal au-
thority for an administration to apply pros-
ecutorial discretion to both individuals and
groups.

Some have suggested that the size of the
group who may ‘‘benefit’” from an act of
prosecutorial discretion is relevant to its le-
gality. We are unaware of any legal author-
ity for such an assumption. Notably, the
Reagan-Bush programs of the late 1980s and
early 1990s were based on an initial esti-
mated percentage of the unauthorized popu-
lation (about 40 percent) that is comparable
to the initial estimated percentage for the
November 20 executive actions. The Presi-
dent could conceivably decide to cap the
number of people who can receive prosecu-
torial discretion or make the conditions re-
strictive enough to keep the numbers small,
but this would be a policy choice, not a legal
issue.2¢ For all of these reasons, the Presi-
dent is not ‘‘re-writing’’ the immigration
laws, as some of his critics have suggested.
He is doing precisely the opposite—exer-
cising a discretion conferred by the immigra-
tion laws and settled general principles of
enforcement discretion.

THE CONSTITUTION AND IMMIGRATION
ENFORCEMENT DISCRETION

Critics have also suggested that the de-
ferred action programs announced on No-
vember 20 violate the President’s constitu-
tional duty to ‘‘take Care that the Laws be
faithfully executed.”’?®> A serious legal ques-
tion would therefore arise if the executive
branch were to halt all immigration enforce-
ment, or even if the Administration were to
refuse to substantially spend the resources
appropriated by Congress. In either of those
scenarios, the justification based on resource
limitations would not apply. But the Obama
administration has fully utilized all the en-
forcement resources Congress has appro-
priated. It has enforced the immigration law
at record levels through apprehensions, in-
vestigations, and detentions that have re-
sulted in over two million removals.26 At the
same time that the President announced the
November 20 executive actions that we dis-
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cuss here, he also announced revised enforce-
ment priorities to focus on removing the
most serious criminal offenders and further
shoring up the southern border. Nothing in
the President’s actions will prevent him
from continuing to remove as many viola-
tors as the resources Congress has given him
permit.

Moreover, when prosecutorial discretion is
exercised, particularly when the numbers are
large, there is no legal barrier to formalizing
that policy decision through sound proce-
dures that include a formal application and
dissemination of the relevant criteria to the
officers charged with implementing the pro-
gram and to the public. As DACA has shown,
those kinds of procedures assure that impor-
tant policy decisions are made at the leader-
ship level, help officers to implement policy
decisions fairly and consistently, and offer
the public the transparency that government
priority decisions require in a democracy.2?

CONCLUSION

Our conclusion is that the expansion of the
DACA program and the establishment of De-
ferred Action for Parental Accountability
are legal exercises of prosecutorial discre-
tion. Both executive actions are well within
the legal authority of the executive branch
of the government of the United States.
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Mr. McCGOVERN. I enter into the
RECORD a November 29 letter to Senate
and House Judiciary Committee Chair-
men LEAHY and GOODLATTE and the
ranking members, GRASSLEY and CON-
YERS, from four former INS general
counsels from the George W. Bush and
Clinton administrations on the Presi-
dent’s authority to take lawful execu-
tive action on immigration.

FOoUR FORMER INS/USCIS GENERAL COUNSELS
ON PRESIDENT’S AUTHORITY TO ACT ON IM-
MIGRATION

Nov 29, 2014.
Hon. PATRICK LEAHY
Hon. CHUCK GRASSLEY
Hon. BOB GOODLATTE
Hon. JOHN CONYERS, Jr.

We are writing as former General Counsels
of the Immigration and Naturalization Serv-
ice or former Chief Counsels of U.S.
Citzenship and Immigration Services. As you
know, the President on November 20
anounced a package of measures designed to
deploy his limited immigration enforcement
resources in the most effective way. These
measures included an expansion of Deferred
Action for Childhood Arrivals (DACA) and
the creation of Deferred Action for Parental
Accountabilty (DAPA). We take no positions
on the policy judgments that those actions
reflect, but we have all studied the relevant
legal parameters and wish to express our col-
lective view that the President’s actions are
well within his legal authority.

Some 135 law professors who currently
teach or write in the area of immigration
law signed a November 25, 2014 letter to the
same effect. Rather than repeat the points
made in that letter, we simply attach it here
and go on record as stating that we agree
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wholeheartedly with its legal analysis and
its conclusions.
Respectfully,
STEPHEN LEGOMSKY,
The John S. Lehman
University Professor,
Washington Univer-
sity School of Law,
Former Chief Coun-

sel, U.S. Citzenship
and Immigration
Services.

ROXANA BACON,

Former Chief Counsel,
U.S. Citzenship and
Immigration Serv-
ices.

PAUL W. VIRTUE,

Partner, Mayer Brown
LLP, Former Gen-
eral Counsel, Immi-
gration and Natu-
ralization Service,

Bo COOPER,

Partner, Fragomen,
Del Rey, Bernsen &
Loew, Former Gen-
eral Counsel, Immi-
gration and Natu-
ralization Service.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. GARCIA).

Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, I am a
very fortunate man. I am the son of
immigrants. My parents came here at
the ages of 17 and 18, respectively.
Through the great fortune that we had,
they were adjusted, and they were part
of this great Nation, but since then,
many more have come after.

In particular, I represent a commu-
nity that is almost 69 percent Hispanic,
the majority of which were born in a
foreign land. The reality is that our
immigration system for years has
worked and has worked efficiently to
make what we do better than any other
nation in the world: we make Ameri-
cans.

In the last decade and a half, this
system has ground to a halt. In the last
few years, our President has moved
steadily to use his executive power to
try to make the system work a little
bit better. I believe that is an impor-
tant step.

But we had an opportunity. We had
an opportunity in this House to pass
the Senate version that received 68
votes, something that would have made
the system function better, brought
more investment into America, more
dollars into Federal revenue; yet the
House punted. I am appreciative of the
President’s action because he is well
within executive power.

If the other side does not like the
President’s action, they can bring up
the Senate bill. There are enough votes
in this House to pass it. We will have
an orderly process. It is not a perfect
bill, but it does do the right thing,
which fixes a broken immigration sys-
tem.

I want to beg the other side to under-
stand the implications that fighting on
this issue has. This is a nation of laws,
there is no question on that, but the



H8382

executive has plenary authority in this
area. The time has come to move, since
this House would not move.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to insert the text
of the amendment along with extra-
neous material that I will offer in the
RECORD if we defeat the previous ques-
tion immediately prior to the vote on
the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. MCGOVERN. That basically will
be the text of H.R. 15, the Senate-
passed comprehensive immigration re-
form bill. We could bring this issue to
a close right now.

I reserve the balance of my time.

O 1015

Mr. NUGENT. If I could inquire, I
thought the gentleman was closing.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, there
is some confusion here that the gen-
tleman may be offering to amend the
rule. I am just trying to get a sense for
what is going on over there before I
yield back all of my time.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, shortly, I
will be offering an amendment to the
rule, which is necessary to alleviate
the budgetary point of order that cur-
rently lies against the defense bill. In
addition to clearing a point of order,
we hope it will expedite the consider-
ation in the Senate of this critically
important bill.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, we
have one additional speaker that just
showed up, and so I yield 1 minute to
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Massachu-
setts for his leadership, and the man-
ager.

Many of us, Mr. Speaker, have come
to the floor of the House time and time
again and supported our troops, sup-
ported their families, wanted them to
have increased dollars in their com-
pensation; but today I come with a
heavy heart that issues of war and
peace are in this bill, the authorization
bill, and we have not had the time to
debate this in front of the American
people. Sending young men and women
in the midst of a storm in war where
they may lose their life, and yet this
majority refuses to give us hours of
time to show the American people
what the commitment is, I raise a
question.

And then, of course, a bill that at-
tacks the constitutional authority of
the President of the United States in
an immigration bill that is closed in
falsehoods because the President is not
going beyond the law; he is not chang-
ing the law. He has the authority to
use his executive power for humani-
tarian relief, and he is saving the par-
ents of children who are citizens.

This is a wrong rule, and I ask my
colleagues to vote against it.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, how
much time do I have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has 2%
minutes remaining. The gentleman
from Florida has 8¥4 minutes remain-
ing.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, let me
close by again asking my colleagues to
vote against this closed rule—triple
closed rule. It unfortunately has be-
come a pattern in this Congress, the
most closed Congress in the history of
the United States of America.

I would urge my colleagues to vote
“no” as well because we are talking
about a defense bill, but we are not al-
lowed to have a debate or a vote on any
of these wars that we are involved in. If
we truly care about our troops, if we
are truly living up to our constitu-
tional responsibilities, we ought to
have a debate and a vote. We ought not
to duck it. We ought not to leave town
without talking about these serious
issues.

On the issue of immigration, rather
than this silly, petty, ugly, symbolic
bill that is being brought to the floor,
if my colleagues don’t approve of the
President’s executive action, then help
me defeat the previous question and we
will bring up H.R. 15, the comprehen-
sive immigration reform bill that the
Senate passed in a bipartisan way, and
we can get that job done and end all
this nonsense and end all this rancor
that we have seen unfold here in the
House.

We could do better than what is on
display today. I regret very much that
the Republican leadership continues to
insist on this closed process which sti-
fles debate and prevents us from debat-
ing and voting on important issues.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I think I have made my frustrations
readily clear in regards to how we got
to the current NDAA. It is troubling to
see how the Senate’s failure to act is
going to end up costing our troops. To
me, it is just not right to the men and
women, the 1 percent of America that
put their lives on the line for this
country the Senate has turned a blind
eye to.

I am optimistic, though, that with
the changing of the guard in January,
that we are actually going to get
things done. We are actually going to
pass legislation to address the issues
that are so confronting this Nation
that deserve to have discussions in
both Houses. It is important that the
Senate act. It is important that the
Senate has debate. So I think that at
the end of the day, in January with the
changing of the guard, we are going to
see a different set of facts as Congress
moves forward.

I am really hopeful that Congress
takes the steps, and Mr. MCGOVERN
talks about it, but we need to talk
about the AUMF. We need to talk
about those guiding principles that set
up where we are today, things that

December 4, 2014

were passed long before I came to Con-
gress, authorizations that go back 12 to
13 years ago.

The landscape has changed, and we
need to absolutely have a strong and
long, hard debate in regards to how we
authorize the use of force in the future
in specific instances, as the Constitu-
tion requires.

When we talk about the Constitu-
tion, we talk about the President just
ignoring it, the administration
sidestepping Congress whenever it sees
fit, the use of force is one of those
areas, I think. And the same with what
this administration has done in the un-
derlying bills that this bill allows us to
address in the President’s recent execu-
tive order. The bill reaffirms that Con-
gress—Congress—has the power to
write the immigration laws. It reaf-
firms that the President must enforce
the laws that are currently on the
books, not something that he wishes,
but what is currently law of the land.

Mr. Speaker, the President’s actions
have gotten so out of hand that we now
must pass bills to remind him of what
the Constitution sets, and that is a
shame. We even have to remind the
President of what he, himself, has said
in the past about what is the appro-
priate role of the office of President.

Speaking in 2011 in a Univision town
hall, the President stated:

With respect to the notion that I can just
suspend deportations through executive
order, that is just not the case because there
are laws on the books.

He also said that Congress passes the
laws, and it is the executive branch’s
job to enforce and implement those
laws, and then it is up to the judiciary
to interpret those laws if there is a
question.

The President even said that there
are enough laws on the books by Con-
gress that are very clear in terms of
how we have to enforce our immigra-
tion system. That, for me, is simple
enough. And the President said that:
through executive order, to ignore
those congressional mandates would
not conform with my appropriate role
as President. I didn’t say that; he said
that. I am not a lawyer; he is a lawyer,
a constitutional lawyer.

What he hasn’t said to us, the Amer-
ican people, is in those 22 utterances
where he said those things, why hasn’t
he justified to the American people
that maybe he was wrong when he said
that, he didn’t get it right, he didn’t
understand. He never said anything
like that. What he has done is come
back and to say: Do you know what—
and he said it before that—I have a pen
and a phone. And he can do what he
pleases.

Mr. Speaker, this is an unfortunate
time when we have to call the Presi-
dent out for not following the Con-
stitution. This is not something that I
look forward to. It is not something
that I want to do. But it is so impor-
tant, as I have said before, that we re-
spect the article I power that this body
has in the Constitution, that our
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Founding Fathers thought it was so
important that there be a separation of
powers so that there was no monarchy,
so there was no one person that can
call all the shots. They sought it be-
cause they needed to because of what
the impression is that they left that
they were under.

We are merely standing up for our
rights as citizens of the United States,
as I believe we should be enforcing the
constitutional requirements, that
founding document. Maybe I am wrong,
but I don’t think so. I have been wrong
in the past, but on this particular
issue, the Constitution is the document
that we should live by. The Constitu-
tion sets forth the operation of this
government, not by whim and not by
decree, but by law. We are a nation of
laws.

You have heard me talk about the
NDAA, and I will say this to Mr.
MCGOVERN as it relates to authoriza-
tion of military force. I agree whole-
heartedly that we need to have a sepa-
rate debate. We need to have it when
we have a partner across the other side
of the Capitol that will join in that de-
bate about what we should be doing
with the use of force and what we do as
it relates to our men and women that
serve.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this rule and to support the
checks and balances our Founders so
thoughtfully crafted.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. NUGENT

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I offer an
amendment to the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 14, insert before the period
“‘and the amendment specified in section 5 of
this resolution”.

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 5. The amendment referred to in the
first section of this resolution is as follows:
Strike section 3096 and insert the following:
“SEC. 3096. PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF TAXES.

“For payments in lieu of taxes under chap-
ter 69 of title 31, United States Code, which
shall be available without further appropria-
tion to the Secretary of the Interior—

‘(1) $33,000,000 for fiscal year 2015; and

‘“(2) $37,000,000 to be available for obliga-
tion and payment beginning on October 1,
2015.

Funds available for obligation and payment
under paragraph (2) shall be paid in October
2015.”.

The material previously referred to

by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 770 OFFERED BY
MR. MCGOVERN FROM MASSACHUSETTS

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections:

SEC. 5. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 15) to provide for com-
prehensive immigration reform and for other
purposes. The first reading of the bill shall
be dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall

The
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not exceed one hour equally divided among
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Judici-
ary. After general debate the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule. All points of order against pro-
visions in the bill are waived. At the conclu-
sion of consideration of the bill for amend-
ment the Committee shall rise and report
the bill to the House with such amendments
as may have been adopted. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. If the Committee of the Whole
rises and reports that it has come to no reso-
lution on the bill, then on the next legisla-
tive day the House shall, immediately after
the third daily order of business under clause
1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Committee of
the Whole for further consideration of the
bill.

SEC. 6. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 15 as spec-
ified in section 5 of this resolution.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about
what the House should be debating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘“‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
““The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”’

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule. ... When the
motion for the previous question is defeated,
control of the time passes to the Member
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of
amendment.”’
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In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
‘“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.”’” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the
amendment and on the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on ordering the
previous question on the amendment
and on the resolution will be followed
by b5-minute votes on adopting the
amendment, if ordered, adopting the
resolution, if ordered, and suspending
the rules and adopting H. Res. 758.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 227, nays
191, not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 546]

on

YEAS—227
Amash Cotton Graves (GA)
Amodei Cramer Graves (MO)
Bachmann Crawford Griffin (AR)
Bachus Crenshaw Griffith (VA)
Barletta Culberson Grimm
Barr Daines Guthrie
Barton Davis, Rodney Hanna
Benishek Denham Harper
Bentivolio Dent Harris
Bilirakis DeSantis Hartzler
Black DesJarlais Hastings (WA)
Blackburn Diaz-Balart Heck (NV)
Boustany Duffy Hensarling
Brady (TX) Duncan (SC) Herrera Beutler
Brat Duncan (TN) Holding
Bridenstine Ellmers Hudson
Brooks (AL) Farenthold Huelskamp
Brooks (IN) Fincher Huizenga (MI)
Broun (GA) Fitzpatrick Hultgren
Buchanan Fleischmann Hunter
Bucshon Fleming Hurt
Burgess Flores Issa
Byrne Forbes Jenkins
Calvert Fortenberry Johnson (OH)
Camp Foxx Johnson, Sam
Campbell Franks (AZ) Jolly
Capito Frelinghuysen Jones
Carter Gardner Jordan
Cassidy Garrett Joyce
Chabot Gerlach Kelly (PA)
Chaffetz Gibbs King (IA)
Clawson (FL) Gibson King (NY)
Coffman Gingrey (GA) Kingston
Cole Gohmert Kinzinger (IL)
Collins (GA) Goodlatte Kline
Collins (NY) Gosar Labrador
Conaway Gowdy LaMalfa,
Cook Granger Lamborn



H8384

Lance
Lankford
Latham
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Palazzo
Paulsen
Pearce

Adams
Barber
Barrow (GA)
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera (CA)
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capps
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Enyart
Eshoo

Esty

Farr
Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)

Perry

Petri
Pittenger
Pitts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

Price (GA)
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schock
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus

NAYS—191

Fudge
Gabbard
Garamendi
Garcia
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Holt
Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matheson
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
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Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stewart
Stivers
Stockman
Stutzman
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

Young (AK)
Young (IN)

McIntyre
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Michaud
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takano

Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney

Titus

Tonko

Tsongas

Van Hollen

Aderholt
Bishop (UT)
Capuano
Cleaver
Coble

Doyle

Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz

Duckworth
Gallego

Hall

Johnson (GA)
McAllister
McCarthy (NY)
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Waters
Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—16

Miller, Gary
Negrete McLeod
Rush

Velazquez

Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. PINGREE of Maine,

Mr. HOYER, Ms.

KUSTER, and Mr.

WALZ changed their vote from ‘‘yea’”

to ‘“‘nay.”

Mr. STEWART changed his vote from
“nay”’ to ‘‘yea.”
So the previous question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

The

question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 232, noes 191,
not voting 11, as follows:

Amash
Amodei
Bachmann
Bachus
Barber
Barletta
Barr

Barton
Benishek
Bentivolio
Bilirakis
Black
Blackburn
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Clawson (FL)
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Conaway
Cook

Costa
Cotton
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Daines
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent

[Roll No. 547]
AYES—232

DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs

Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar

Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guthrie
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jordan
Joyce
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Lankford
Latham
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McAllister
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)

Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Palazzo
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Peterson
Petri
Pittenger
Pitts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell
Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)

Adams
Barrow (GA)
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera (CA)
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capps
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Enyart
Eshoo

Esty

Farr
Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Garamendi
Garcia
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
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Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam

Ross

Rothfus
Royce
Runyan

Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schock
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stewart
Stivers
Stockman

NOES—191
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Holt
Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham

(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray

(NM)
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,

Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matheson
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Michaud
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke

Stutzman
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

Young (AK)
Young (IN)

Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Pingree (ME)
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth
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NOT VOTING—11

Aderholt Doyle McCarthy (NY)
Bishop (UT) Duckworth Miller, Gary
Capuano Gallego Negrete McLeod
Coble Hall
O 1101
So the resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

CONDEMNING THE ACTIONS OF
THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 758) strongly
condemning the actions of the Russian
Federation, under President Vladimir
Putin, which has carried out a policy of
aggression against neighboring coun-
tries aimed at political and economic
domination, as amended, on which the
yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
as amended.

This is a b-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 411, nays 10,
not voting 13, as follows:

[Roll No. 548]

YEAS—411
Adams Cartwright Dingell
Amodei Cassidy Doggett
Bachmann Castor (FL) Duffy
Bachus Castro (TX) Duncan (SC)
Barber Chabot Edwards
Barletta Chaffetz Ellison
Barr Chu Ellmers
Barrow (GA) Cicilline Engel
Barton Clark (MA) Enyart
Bass Clarke (NY) Eshoo
Beatty Clawson (FL) Esty
Becerra Clay Farenthold
Benishek Cleaver Farr
Bentivolio Clyburn Fattah
Bera (CA) Coffman Fincher
Bilirakis Cohen Fitzpatrick
Bishop (GA) Cole Fleischmann
Bishop (NY) Collins (GA) Fleming
Black Collins (NY) Flores
Blackburn Conaway Forbes
Blumenauer Connolly Fortenberry
Bonamici Conyers Foster
Boustany Cook Foxx
Brady (PA) Costa Frankel (FL)
Brady (TX) Cotton Franks (AZ)
Braley (IA) Courtney Frelinghuysen
Brat Cramer Fudge
Bridenstine Crawford Gabbard
Brooks (AL) Crenshaw Garamendi
Brooks (IN) Crowley Garcia
Broun (GA) Cuellar Gardner
Brown (FL) Culberson Garrett
Brownley (CA) Cummings Gerlach
Buchanan Daines Gibbs
Bucshon Davis (CA) Gibson
Burgess Davis, Danny Gingrey (GA)
Bustos Davis, Rodney Gohmert
Butterfield DeFazio Goodlatte
Byrne DeGette Gosar
Calvert Delaney Gowdy
Camp DeLauro Granger
Campbell DelBene Graves (GA)
Capito Denham Graves (MO)
Capps Dent Green, Al
Cardenas DeSantis Green, Gene
Carney DesJarlais Griffin (AR)
Carson (IN) Deutch Griffith (VA)
Carter Diaz-Balart Grijalva

Grimm
Guthrie
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hanabusa
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Heck (WA)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Holding
Holt
Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huffman
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Israel
Issa
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jordan
Joyce
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline
Kuster
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
Latta
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lummis
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Matheson

Amash
Duncan (TN)
Grayson
Hastings (FL)

Matsui
McAllister
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McGovern
McHenry
MclIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moore
Moran
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neugebauer
Noem
Nolan
Norcross
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruiz
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Rush

NAYS—10

Jones

Massie
McDermott
Miller, George
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Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Séanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanford
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Speier
Stewart
Stivers
Stockman
Stutzman
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tierney
Tipton
Titus
Tonko
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Waxman
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yarmuth
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IN)

O’Rourke
Rohrabacher
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NOT VOTING—13

Aderholt Doyle Meadows
Bishop (UT) Duckworth Miller, Gary
Capuano Gallego Negrete McLeod
Coble Hall
Cooper McCarthy (NY)
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Ms. SPEIER changed her vote from
“nay” to “yea.”’

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the

resolution, as amended, was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PERMISSION TO POSTPONE ADOP-
TION OF MOTION TO CONCUR IN
SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.R.
3979, PROTECTING VOLUNTEER
FIREFIGHTERS AND EMERGENCY
RESPONDERS ACT OF 2014

Mr. McCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that the question
of adopting a motion to concur in the
Senate amendment to H.R. 3979 with an
amendment may be subject to post-
ponement as though under clause 8 of
rule XX.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

———

SUBMISSION OF MATERIAL EX-
PLANATORY OF THE AMEND-
MENT OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES TO THE AMEND-
MENT OF THE SENATE TO H.R.
3979

Pursuant to section 4 of House Reso-
lution 770, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services submitted
explanatory material relating to the
amendment of the House of Represent-
atives to the amendment of the Senate
to H.R. 3979. The contents of this sub-
mission will be published in Book II of
this RECORD.

————

PROTECTING VOLUNTEER FIRE-
FIGHTERS AND EMERGENCY RE-
SPONDERS ACT OF 2014

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to House Resolution 770, I call up the
bill (H.R. 3979) to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to ensure that
emergency services volunteers are not
taken into account as employees under
the shared responsibility requirements
contained in the Patient Protection
and Affordable Care Act, with the Sen-
ate amendment thereto, and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will designate the Senate amend-
ment.

Senate amendment:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘“‘Emergency Unemployment Compensation

Extension Act of 2014°.
(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-

tents of this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
Sec. 2. Extension of emergency unemployment

compensation program. .
Sec. 3. Temporary extension of extended benefit

Provisions.
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Sec. 4. Extension of funding for reemployment
services and reemployment and
eligibility assessment activities.

Sec. 5. Additional extended unemployment ben-
efits under the Railroad Unem-
ployment Insurance Act.

Sec. 6. Flexibility for unemployment program
agreements.

Sec. 7. Ending unemployment payments to job-
less millionaires and billionaires.

Sec. 8. GAO study on the use of work suit-
ability requirements in unemploy-
ment insurance programs.

Sec. 9. Funding stabilization.

Sec. 10. Prepayment of certain PBGC premiums.

Sec. 11. Extension of customs user fees.

Sec. 12. Emergency services, government, and
certain nonprofit volunteers.

SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF EMERGENCY UNEMPLOY-

MENT COMPENSATION PROGRAM.

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 4007(a)(2) of the Sup-
plemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public Law
110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended by
striking “‘January 1, 2014 and inserting ‘‘June
1, 2014,

(b) FUNDING.—Section 4004(e)(1) of the Sup-
plemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public Law
110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (I), by striking “‘and’ at
the end;

(2) in subparagraph (J), by inserting “‘and’ at
the end; and

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (J) the fol-
lowing:

‘““(K) the amendment made by section 2(a) of
the Emergency Unemployment Compensation
Extension Act of 2014;”.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect as if included in
the enactment of the American Taxrpayer Relief
Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-240).

SEC. 3. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF EXTENDED
BENEFIT PROVISIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2005 of the Assist-
ance for Unemployed Workers and Struggling
Families Act, as contained in Public Law 111-5
(26 U.S.C. 3304 note), is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2013”’ each place
it appears and inserting ‘“‘May 31, 2014°’; and

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘“‘June 30,
2014’ and inserting ‘‘November 30, 2014’ .

(b) EXTENSION OF MATCHING FOR STATES WITH
NO WAITING WEEK.—Section 5 of the Unemploy-
ment Compensation Extension Act of 2008 (Pub-
lic Law 110-449; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended
by striking “‘June 30, 2014’ and inserting ‘‘No-
vember 30, 2014”°.

(c) EXTENSION OF MODIFICATION OF INDICA-
TORS UNDER THE EXTENDED BENEFIT PRO-
GRAM.—Section 203 of the Federal-State Ex-
tended Unemployment Compensation Act of 1970
(26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘December
31, 2013’ and inserting ‘“‘May 31, 2014°°; and

(2) in subsection (f)(2), by striking ‘‘December
31, 2013” and inserting “May 31, 2014"°.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect as if included in
the enactment of the American Taxrpayer Relief
Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-240).

SEC. 4. EXTENSION OF FUNDING FOR REEMPLOY-
MENT SERVICES AND REEMPLOY-
MENT AND ELIGIBILITY ASSESS-
MENT ACTIVITIES.

(a) EXTENSION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 4004(c)(2)(A) of the
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public
Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘through fiscal year 2014’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘through the first five months of fiscal year
2015,

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by this subsection shall take effect as if included
in the enactment of the American Taxpayer Re-
lief Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-240).

(b) TIMING FOR SERVICES AND ACTIVITIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 4001(i)(1)(A) of the
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public
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Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended by
adding at the end the following new sentence:

“At a minimum, such reemployment services and
reemployment and eligibility assessment activi-
ties shall be provided to an individual within a
time period (determined appropriate by the Sec-
retary) after the date the individual begins to
receive amounts under section 4002(b) (first tier
benefits) and, if applicable, again within a time
period (determined appropriate by the Sec-
retary) after the date the individual begins to
receive amounts under section 4002(d) (third tier
benefits).”’.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by this subsection shall apply on and after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

(c) PURPOSES OF SERVICES AND ACTIVITIES.—
The purposes of the reemployment services and
reemployment and eligibility assessment activi-
ties under section 4001(i) of the Supplemental
Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110-252; 26
U.S.C. 3304 note) are—

(1) to better link the unemployed with the
overall workforce system by bringing individuals
receiving unemployment insurance benefits in
for personalized assessments and referrals to re-
employment services; and

(2) to provide individuals receiving unemploy-
ment insurance benefits with early access to spe-
cific strategies that can help get them back into
the workforce faster, including through—

(A) the development of a reemployment plan;

(B) the provision of access to relevant labor
market information;

(C) the provision of access to information
about industry-recognized credentials that are
regionally relevant or nationally portable;

(D) the provision of referrals to reemployment
services and training; and

(E) an assessment of the individual’s on-going
eligibility for unemployment insurance benefits.
SEC. 5. ADDITIONAL EXTENDED UNEMPLOYMENT

BENEFITS UNDER THE RAILROAD
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE ACT.

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 2(c)(2)(D)(iii) of the
Railroad Unemployment Insurance Act (45
U.S.C. 352(c)(2)(D)(iii)) is amended—

(1) by striking “June 30, 2013’ and inserting
“November 30, 2013°; and

(2) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2013’ and insert-
ing “May 31, 2014”°.

(b) CLARIFICATION ON AUTHORITY TO USE
FUNDS.—Funds appropriated under either the
first or second sentence of clause (iv) of section
2(c)(2)(D) of the Railroad Unemployment Insur-
ance Act shall be available to cover the cost of
additional extended unemployment benefits pro-
vided under such section 2(c)(2)(D) by reason of
the amendments made by subsection (a) as well
as to cover the cost of such benefits provided
under such section 2(c)(2)(D), as in effect on the
day before the date of enactment of this Act.

(c) FUNDING FOR ADMINISTRATION.—Out of
any funds in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, there are appropriated to the Railroad
Retirement Board $105,000 for administrative ex-
penses associated with the payment of addi-
tional extended unemployment benefits provided
under section 2(c)(2)(D) of the Railroad Unem-
ployment Insurance Act by reason of the
amendments made by subsection (a), to remain
available until expended.

SEC. 6. FLEXIBILITY FOR UNEMPLOYMENT PRO-
GRAM AGREEMENTS.

(a) FLEXIBILITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (g) of section 4001
of the Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008
(Public Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) shall
not apply with respect to a State that has en-
acted a law before December 1, 2013, that, upon
taking effect, would violate such subsection.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Paragraph (1) is effec-
tive with respect to weeks of unemployment be-
ginning on or after December 29, 2013.

(b) PERMITTING A SUBSEQUENT AGREEMENT.—
Nothing in title IV of the Supplemental Appro-
priations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110-252; 26
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U.S.C. 3304 note) shall preclude a State whose
agreement under such title was terminated from
entering into a subsequent agreement under
such title on or after the date of the enactment
of this Act if the State, taking into account the
application of subsection (a), would otherwise
meet the requirements for an agreement under
such title.

SEC. 7. ENDING UNEMPLOYMENT PAYMENTS TO
JOBLESS MILLIONAIRES AND BIL-
LIONAIRES.

(a) PROHIBITION.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, no Federal funds may be used
for payments of unemployment compensation
under the emergency unemployment compensa-
tion program under title 1V of the Supplemental
Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public Law 110-252; 26
U.S.C. 3304 note) to an individual whose ad-
justed gross income in the preceding year was
equal to or greater than $1,000,000.

(b) COMPLIANCE.—Unemployment Insurance
applications shall include a form or procedure
for an individual applicant to certify the indi-
vidual’s adjusted gross income was not equal to
or greater than $1,000,000 in the preceding year.

(c) AUDITS.—The certifications required by
subsection (b) shall be auditable by the U.S. De-
partment of Labor or the U.S. Government Ac-
countability Office.

(d) STATUS OF APPLICANTS.—It is the duty of
the States to verify the residency, employment,
legal, and income status of applicants for Unem-
ployment Insurance and no Federal funds may
be expended for purposes of determining wheth-
er or not the prohibition under subsection (a)
applies with respect to an individual.

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The prohibition under
subsection (a) shall apply to weeks of unemploy-
ment beginning on or after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

SEC. 8. GAO STUDY ON THE USE OF WORK SUIT-
ABILITY REQUIREMENTS IN UNEM-
PLOYMENT INSURANCE PROGRAMS.

(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of the
United States shall conduct a study on the use
of work suitability requirements to strengthen
requirements to ensure that unemployment in-
surance benefits are being provided to individ-
uals who are actively looking for work and who
truly want to return to the labor force. Such
study shall include an analysis of—

(1) how work suitability requirements work
under both State and Federal unemployment in-
surance programs; and

(2) how to incorporate and improve such re-
quirements under Federal unemployment insur-
ance programs; and

(3) other items determined appropriate by the
Comptroller General.

(b) BRIEFING.—Not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall brief
Congress on the ongoing study required under
subsection (a). Such briefing shall include pre-
liminary recommendations for such legislation
and administrative action as the Comptroller
General determines appropriate.

SEC. 9. FUNDING STABILIZATION.

(a) FUNDING STABILIZATION UNDER THE INTER-
NAL REVENUE CODE.—The table in subclause (1I)
of section 430(h)(2)(C)(iv) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 is amended to read as follows:

The applicable
minimum per-
centage is:

The applicable
maximum per-
centage is:

“If the calendar
year is:

2012, 2013, 2014,
2015, 2016, or
2017.

2018 ...

2019 ...

2020 ...

After 2

(b) FUNDING STABILIZATION UNDER ERISA.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The table in subclause (II) of
section 303(h)(2)(C)(iv) of the Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974 is amended to
read as follows:
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The applicable
minimum per-
centage is:

The applicable
maximum per-
centage is:

“If the calendar
year is:

2012, 2013, 2014,
2015, 2016, or

85%
80% ...
75% ...
70%

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Clause (ii) of section
101(f)(2)(D) of such Act is amended by striking
2015 and inserting 2020”.

(B) STATEMENTS.—The Secretary of Labor
shall modify the statements required under sub-
clauses (I) and (II) of section 101(f)(2)(D)(i) of
such Act to conform to the amendments made by
this section.

(c¢) STABILIZATION NOT TO APPLY FOR PUR-
POSES OF CERTAIN ACCELERATED BENEFIT DIS-
TRIBUTION RULES.—

(1) INTERNAL REVENUE CODE OF 1986.—The sec-
ond sentence of paragraph (2) of section 436(d)
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended
by striking ‘‘of such plan’ and inserting ‘‘of
such plan (determined by mnot taking into ac-
count any adjustment of segment rates under
section 430(h)(2)(C)(iv))"’.

(2) EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY
ACT OF 1974.—The second sentence of subpara-
graph (B) of section 206(g)(3) of the Employee
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 (29
U.S.C. 1056(g)(3)(B)) is amended by striking ‘‘of
such plan’ and inserting ‘‘of such plan (deter-
mined by not taking into account any adjust-
ment of segment rates under  section
303(R)(2)(C)(iv))”’.

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
paragraph (B), the amendments made by this
subsection shall apply to plan years beginning
after December 31, 2014.

(B) COLLECTIVELY BARGAINED PLANS.—In the
case of a plan maintained pursuant to 1 or more
collective bargaining agreements, the amend-
ments made by this subsection shall apply to
plan years beginning after December 31, 2015.

(4) PROVISIONS RELATING TO PLAN AMEND-
MENTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—If this paragraph applies to
any amendment to any plan or annuity con-
tract, such plan or contract shall be treated as
being operated in accordance with the terms of
the plan during the period described in subpara-
graph (B)(ii).

(B) AMENDMENTS TO WHICH PARAGRAPH AP-
PLIES.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—This paragraph shall apply
to any amendment to any plan or annuity con-
tract which is made—

(I) pursuant to the amendments made by this
subsection, or pursuant to any regulation issued
by the Secretary of the Treasury or the Sec-
retary of Labor under any provision as SO
amended, and

(II) on or before the last day of the first plan
year beginning on or after January 1, 2016, or
such later date as the Secretary of the Treasury
may prescribe.

(ii) CONDITIONS.—This subsection shall not
apply to any amendment unless, during the pe-
riod—

(I) beginning on the date that the amend-
ments made by this subsection or the regulation
described in clause (i)(I) takes effect (or in the
case of a plan or contract amendment not re-
quired by such amendments or such regulation,
the effective date specified by the plan), and

(I1) ending on the date described in clause
(i)(11) (or, if earlier, the date the plan or con-
tract amendment is adopted),
the plan or contract is operated as if such plan
or contract amendment were in effect, and such
plan or contract amendment applies retro-
actively for such period.

(C) ANTI-CUTBACK RELIEF.—A plan shall not
be treated as failing to meet the requirements of
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section 204(g) of the Employee Retirement In-
come Security Act of 1974 and section 411(d)(6)
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 solely by
reason of a plan amendment to which this para-
graph applies.

(d) MODIFICATION OF FUNDING TARGET DE-
TERMINATION PERIODS.—

(1) INTERNAL REVENUE CODE OF 1986.—Clause
(i) of section 430(h)(2)(B) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 is amended by striking ‘‘the
first day of the plan year’ and inserting ‘‘the
valuation date for the plan year’’.

(2) EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY
ACT OF 1974.—Clause (i) of section 303(h)(2)(B) of
the Employee Retirement Income Security Act of
1974 (29 U.S.C. 1083(h)(2)(B)(i)) is amended by
striking ‘‘the first day of the plan year’ and in-
serting ‘‘the valuation date for the plan year’.

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by
subsections (a), (b), and (d) shall apply with re-
spect to plan years beginning after December 31,
2012.

(2) ELECTIONS.—A plan sponsor may elect not
to have the amendments made by subsections
(a), (b), and (d) apply to any plan year begin-
ning before January 1, 2014, either (as specified
in the election)—

(A) for all purposes for which such amend-
ments apply, or

(B) solely for purposes of determining the ad-
justed funding target attainment percentage
under sections 436 of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 and 206(g) of the Employee Retirement
Income Security Act of 1974 for such plan year.
A plan shall not be treated as failing to meet the
requirements of section 204(g) of such Act and
section 411(d)(6) of such Code solely by reason
of an election under this paragraph.

SEC. 10. PREPAYMENT OF CERTAIN PBGC PRE-
MIUMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4007 of the Employee
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 (29
U.S.C. 1307) is amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

“(f) ELECTION TO PREPAY FLAT DOLLAR PRE-
MIUMS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The designated payor may
elect to prepay during any plan year the pre-
miums due under clause (i) or (v), whichever is
applicable, of section 4006(a)(3)(A) for the num-
ber of consecutive subsequent plan years (not
greater than 5) specified in the election.

““(2) AMOUNT OF PREPAYMENT.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The amount of the prepay-
ment for any subsequent plan year under para-
graph (1) shall be equal to the amount of the
premium determined under clause (i) or (v),
whichever is applicable, of section 4006(a)(3)(4)
for the plan year in which the prepayment is
made.

‘“(B) ADDITIONAL PARTICIPANTS.—If there is
an increase in the number of participants in the
plan during any plan year with respect to
which a prepayment has been made, the des-
ignated payor shall pay a premium for such ad-
ditional participants at the premium rate in ef-
fect under clause (i) or (v), whichever is appli-
cable, of section 4006(a)(3)(A) for such plan
year. No credit or other refund shall be granted
in the case of a plan that has a decrease in
number of participants during a plan year with
respect to which a prepayment has been made.

“(C) COORDINATION WITH PREMIUM FOR UN-
FUNDED VESTED BENEFITS.—The amount of the
premium determined under section
4006(a)(3)(A)(i) for the purpose of determining
the prepayment amount for any plan year shall
be determined without regard to the increase in
such premium under section 4006(a)(3)(E). Such
increase shall be paid in the same amount and
at the same time as it would otherwise be paid
without regard to this subsection.

““(3) ELECTION.—The election under this sub-
section shall be made at such time and in such
manner as the corporation may prescribe.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The second
sentence of subsection (a) of section 4007 of the
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Employee Retirement Income Security Act of
1974 (29 U.S.C. 1307) is amended by striking
“Premiums’’ and inserting ‘‘Except as provided
in subsection (f), premiums’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply to plan years begin-
ning after the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 11. EXTENSION OF CUSTOMS USER FEES.

Section 13031(7)(3) of the Consolidated Omni-
bus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C.
58¢(7)(3)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2023 and inserting ‘‘September 30,
2024"’; and

(2) in subparagraph (B)(i), by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2023 and inserting ‘‘September 30,
2024.

SEC. 12. EMERGENCY SERVICES, GOVERNMENT,
AND CERTAIN NONPROFIT VOLUN-
TEERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4980H(c) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating paragraphs (5), (6), and (7) as para-
graphs (6), (7), and (8), respectively, and by in-
serting after paragraph (4) the following new
paragraph:

““(5) SPECIAL RULES FOR CERTAIN EMERGENCY
SERVICES, GOVERNMENT, AND NONPROFIT VOLUN-
TEERS.—

‘“(A) EMERGENCY SERVICES VOLUNTEERS.—
Qualified services rendered as a bona fide vol-
unteer to an eligible employer shall not be taken
into account under this section as service pro-
vided by an employee. For purposes of the pre-
ceding sentence, the terms ‘qualified services’,
‘bona fide volunteer’, and ‘eligible employer’
shall have the respective meanings given such
terms under section 457(e).

“(B) CERTAIN OTHER GOVERNMENT AND NON-
PROFIT VOLUNTEERS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Services rendered as a bona
fide volunteer to a specified employer shall not
be taken into account under this section as serv-
ice provided by an employee.

‘‘(ii) BONA FIDE VOLUNTEER.—For purposes of
this subparagraph, the term ‘bona fide volun-
teer’ means an employee of a specified employer
whose only compensation from such employer is
in the form of—

“(I) reimbursement for (or reasonable allow-
ance for) reasonable expenses incurred in the
performance of services by volunteers, or

“(1I) reasonable benefits (including length of
service awards), and nominal fees, customarily
paid by similar entities in connection with the
performance of services by volunteers.

““(iii) SPECIFIED EMPLOYER.—For purposes of
this subparagraph, the term ‘specified employer’
means—

“(1) any government entity, and

‘“(II) any organization described in section
501(c) and exempt from tax under section 501(a).

“(iv) COORDINATION WITH SUBPARAGRAPH
(A).—This subparagraph shall not fail to apply
with respect to services merely because such
services are qualified services (as defined in sec-
tion 457(e)(11)(C)).”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply to months beginning
after December 31, 2013.

MOTION OFFERED BY MR. MCKEON

Mr. MCcKEON. Mr. Speaker, I have a
motion at the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Clerk will designate the motion.

The text of the motion is as follows:

Mr. McKeon moves that the House concur
in the Senate amendment to H.R. 3979 with
an amendment consisting of the text of
Rules Committee Print 113-58 modified by
the amendments printed in part A of House
Report 113-646 and the amendment specified
in section 5 of House Resolution 770.

The text of the House amendment to
the Senate amendment to the text is as
follows:

The
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In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted by the Senate amendment to H.R.
3979, insert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Carl Levin and Howard P. ‘Buck’
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2015”.

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1)(A) Senator Carl Levin of Michigan was
elected a member of the United States Sen-
ate on November 7, 1978, for a full term be-
ginning January 3, 1979. He has served con-
tinuously in the Senate since that date, and
was appointed as a member of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services in January 1979.
He has served on the Committee on Armed
Services since that date, a period of nearly 36
years.

(B) A graduate of Detroit Central High
School, Senator Levin went on to
Swarthmore College, and graduated from
Harvard Law School in 1959, gaining admit-
tance to the Michigan bar. He served his
State as assistant attorney general and gen-
eral counsel of the Michigan Civil Rights
Commission from 1964-1967, and later served
his hometown of Detroit as a member of the
Detroit City Council from 1969-1973, and as
the council’s president from 1974-1977.

(C) Senator Levin first served as chairman
of the Committee on Armed Services of the
United States Senate for a period of the
107th Congress, and has remained chairman
since the 110th Congress began in 2007. He
has exercised extraordinary leadership as ei-
ther the chairman or ranking minority mem-
ber of the committee since the start of the
105th Congress in 1997.

(D) Each year, for the past 52 years, the
Committee on Armed Services has reliably
passed an annual defense authorization act,
and this will be the 36th that Senator Levin
has had a role in. In his capacity as member,
ranking member, and chairman, he has been
an advocate for a strong national defense,
and has made lasting contributions to the se-
curity of our Nation.

(E) It is altogether fitting and proper that
this Act, the last annual authorization act
for the national defense that Senator Levin
manages in and for the United States Senate
as chairman of the Committee on Armed
Services, be named in his honor, as provided
in subsection (a).

(2)(A) Representative Howard P. ‘“‘Buck”
McKeon was elected to the House of Rep-
resentatives in 1992 to represent California’s
25th Congressional District.

(B) Chairman McKeon was born in Los An-
geles and grew up in Tujunga CA. He served
a two and a half year mission for the Church
of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints and at-
tended Brigham Young University. Prior to
his election to Congress, he was a small busi-
ness owner, and served both on the William
S. Hart Union High School District Board of
Trustees and as the first mayor of the City of
Santa Clarita.

(C) In the 111th Congress, Chairman
McKeon was selected by his peers as the
Ranking Member of the House Armed Serv-
ices Committee and has served as Chairman
since in the 112th and 113th Congresses. Pre-
viously Chairman McKeon had served as the
Chairman of the House Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

(D) Chairman McKeon is a champion of a
strong national defense, the men and women
of America’s Armed Forces and their fami-
lies, and returning fiscal discipline to the
Department of Defense. His priority has been
to ensure our troops deployed around the
world have the equipment, resources, au-
thorities, training and time they need to
successfully complete their missions and re-
turn home.
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(E) For 52 consecutive years, the House
Armed Services Committee, in a bipartisan,
bicameral tradition, has passed and enacted
an annual defense authorization act. Chair-
man McKeon had said it has been the privi-
lege of his life to shepherd that tradition
under his tenure.

(F) It is therefore fitting this Act, the last
national defense authorization act of his ten-
ure, be named in Chairman McKeon’s honor,
as provided in subsection (a).

(c) REFERENCES.—Any reference in this or
any other Act to the ‘‘National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015’ shall be
deemed to refer to the ‘“‘Carl Levin and How-
ard P.‘Buck’ McKeon National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015,

SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS;
TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) DI1visiONs.—This Act is organized into
four divisions as follows:

(1) Division A—Department of Defense Au-
thorizations.

(2) Division B—Military Construction Au-
thorizations.

(3) Division C—Department of Energy Na-
tional Security Authorizations and Other
Authorizations.

(4) Division D—Funding Tables.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title.

Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions;
table of contents.

Sec. 3. Congressional defense committees.

Sec. 4. Budgetary effects of this Act.

Sec. 5. Explanatory statement.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 101. Authorization of Appropriations.

Subtitle B—Army Programs

Sec. 111. Plan on modernization of UH-60A
aircraft of Army National
Guard.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs

121. Construction of San Antonio class
amphibious ship.

122. Limitation on availability of funds
for mission modules for Lit-
toral Combat Ship.

123. Extension of limitation on avail-
ability of funds for Littoral
Combat Ship.

124. Report on test evaluation master
plan for Littoral Combat Ship
seaframes and mission modules.

125. Airborne electronic attack capa-
bilities.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs

131. Prohibition on availability of funds
for retirement of MQ-1 Pred-
ator aircraft.

Prohibition on availability of funds
for retirement of U-2 aircraft.

Prohibition on availability of funds
for retirement of A-10 aircraft.

Prohibition on cancellation or
modification of avionics mod-
ernization program for C-130
aircraft.

Limitation on availability of funds
for retirement of Air Force air-
craft.

Limitation on availability of funds
for retirement of E-3 airborne
warning and control system
aircraft.

Limitation on availability of funds
for divestment or transfer of
KC-10 aircraft.

Limitation on availability of funds
for transfer of Air Force C-130H
and C-130J aircraft.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 132.

Sec. 133.

Sec. 134.

Sec. 135.

Sec. 136.

Sec. 137.

Sec. 138.
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Limitation on availability of funds
for transfer of Air Force KC-135
tankers.

Report on C-130 aircraft.

Report on status of F-16 aircraft.

Report on options to modernize or
replace T-1A aircraft.

Report on status of air-launched
cruise missile capabilities.

Subtitle E—Defense-wide, Joint, and

Multiservice Matters

Sec. 161. Additional oversight requirements
for the undersea mobility ac-
quisition program of the United
States Special Operations Com-
mand.

Sec. 1562. Plan for modernization or replace-
ment of digital avionic equip-
ment.

Sec. 1563. Comptroller General report on F-35
aircraft acquisition program.

TITLE II-RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 201. Authorization of Appropriations.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations

211. Modification of authority for prizes
for advanced technology
achievements.

Modification of Manufacturing
Technology Program.

Revision of requirement for acqui-
sition programs to maintain de-
fense research facility records.

Treatment by Department of De-
fense Test Resource Manage-
ment Center of significant
modifications to test and eval-
uation facilities and resources.

Revision to the service require-
ment under the Science, Mathe-
matics, and Research for Trans-
formation Defense Education
Program.

Limitation on availability of funds
for armored multi-purpose vehi-
cle program.

Limitation on availability of funds
for unmanned carrier-launched
airborne surveillance and strike
system.

Limitation on availability of funds
for airborne reconnaissance
systems.

Limitation on availability of funds
for retirement of Joint Surveil-
lance and Target Attack Radar
Systems aircraft.

Subtitle C—Reports

Reduction in frequency of reporting
by Deputy Assistant Secretary
of Defense for Systems Engi-
neering.

Independent assessment of inter-
agency biodefense research and
development.

Briefing on modeling and simula-
tion technological and indus-
trial base in support of require-
ments of Department of De-
fense.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

Modification to requirement for
contractor cost sharing in pilot
program to include technology
protection features during re-
search and development of cer-
tain defense systems.

Pilot program on assignment to
Defense Advanced Research
Projects Agency of private sec-
tor personnel with critical re-
search and development exper-
tise.

Sec. 139.

140.
141.
142.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 143.

Sec.

Sec. 212.

Sec. 213.

Sec. 214.

Sec. 215.

Sec. 216.

Sec. 217.

Sec. 218.

Sec. 219.

Sec. 221.

Sec. 222.

Sec. 223.

Sec. 231.

Sec. 232.
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Sec. 233. Pilot program on enhancement of
preparation of dependents of
members of Armed Forces for
careers in science, technology,
engineering, and mathematics.

Sec. 234. Sense of Congress on helicopter
health and usage monitoring
system of the Army.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 301. Authorization of appropriations.
Subtitle B—Energy and Environment

Sec. 311. Elimination of fiscal year limita-
tion on prohibition of payment
of fines and penalties from the
Environmental Restoration Ac-
count, Defense.

Method of funding for cooperative
agreements under the Sikes
Act.

Report on prohibition of disposal of
waste in open-air burn pits.
Business case analysis of any plan
to design, refurbish, or con-

struct a biofuel refinery.

Environmental restoration at
former Naval Air Station Chin-
coteague, Virginia.

Limitation on availability of funds
for procurement of drop-in
fuels.

Decontamination of a portion of
former bombardment area on
island of Culebra, Puerto Rico.

Sec. 318. Alternative fuel automobiles.
Subtitle C—Logistics and Sustainment

Sec. 321. Modification of quarterly readiness
reporting requirement.

Additional requirement for stra-
tegic policy on prepositioning
of materiel and equipment.

Elimination of authority of Sec-
retary of the Army to abolish
arsenals.

Modification of annual reporting
requirement related to
prepositioning of materiel and
equipment.

Subtitle D—Reports

Repeal of annual report on Depart-
ment of Defense operation and
financial support for military
museums.

Army assessment of
aligned forces.

Subtitle E—Limitations and Extensions of

Sec. 312.

Sec. 313.

Sec. 314.

Sec. 315.

Sec. 316.

Sec. 317.

Sec. 322.

Sec. 323.

Sec. 324.

Sec. 331.

Sec. 332. regionally

Authority
Sec. 341. Limitation on authority to enter
into a contract for the

sustainment, maintenance, re-
pair, or overhaul of the F117 en-

gine.
Sec. 342. Limitation on establishment of re-
gional Special Operations

Forces Coordination Centers.
Sec. 343. Limitation on transfer of MC-12
aircraft to United States Spe-
cial Operations Command.
Subtitle F—Other Matters
Sec. 351. Clarification of authority relating
to provision of installation-sup-
port services through intergov-
ernmental support agreements.
Sec. 352. Management of conventional am-
munition inventory.
TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Active Forces
Sec. 401. End strengths for active forces.
Sec. 402. Revisions in permanent active duty
end strength minimum levels.
Subtitle B—Reserve Forces
Sec. 411. End strengths for Selected Reserve.
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Sec. 412. End strengths for reserves on ac-
tive duty in support of the re-
serves.

Sec. 413. End strengths for military techni-
cians (dual status).

Sec. 414. Fiscal year 2015 limitation on num-
ber of non-dual status techni-
cians.

Sec. 415. Maximum number of reserve per-
sonnel authorized to be on ac-
tive duty for operational sup-
port.

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 421. Military personnel.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy
Sec. 501. Authority to limit consideration
for early retirement by selec-
tive retirement boards to par-
ticular warrant officer year

groups and specialties.

Authority for three-month deferral
of retirement for officers se-
lected for selective early retire-
ment.

Repeal of limits on percentage of
officers who may be rec-
ommended for discharge during
a fiscal year under enhanced se-
lective discharge authority.

Reports on number and assignment
of enlisted aides for officers of
the Army, Navy, Air Force, and
Marine Corps.

Repeal of requirement for submis-
sion to Congress of annual re-
ports on joint officer manage-
ment and promotion policy ob-
jectives for joint officers.

Options for Phase II of joint profes-
sional military education.

Elimination of requirement that a
qualified aviator or naval flight
officer be in command of an in-
activated nuclear-powered air-
craft carrier before decommis-
sioning.

Required consideration of certain
elements of command climate
in performance appraisals of
commanding officers.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component
Management

511. Retention on the reserve active-
status list following nonselec-
tion for promotion of certain
health professions officers and
first lieutenants and lieuten-
ants (junior grade) pursuing
baccalaureate degrees.

512. Consultation with Chief of the Na-
tional Guard Bureau in selec-
tion of Directors and Deputy
Directors, Army National
Guard and Air National Guard.

513. Centralized database of informa-
tion on military technician po-
sitions.

Sec. 514. Report on management of per-
sonnel records of members of
the National Guard.

Subtitle C—General Service Authorities

Sec. 521. Enhancement of participation of
mental health professionals in
boards for correction of mili-
tary records and boards for re-
view of discharge or dismissal
of members of the Armed
Forces.

Sec. 522. Extension of authority to conduct
programs on career flexibility
to enhance retention of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces.

Sec. 523. Provision of information to mem-
bers of the Armed Forces on
privacy rights relating to re-
ceipt of mental health services.

Sec. 502.

Sec. 503.

Sec. 504.

Sec. 505.

Sec. 506.

Sec. 507.

Sec. 508.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 524. Removal of artificial barriers to
the service of women in the
Armed Forces.

Subtitle D—Military Justice, Including Sex-
ual Assault and Domestic Violence Preven-
tion and Response

Sec. 531. Technical revisions and clarifica-
tions of certain provisions in
the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014
relating to the military justice
system.

Ordering of depositions under the
Uniform Code of Military Jus-
tice.

Access to Special Victims’ Counsel.

Enhancement of victims’ rights in
connection with prosecution of
certain sex-related offenses.

Enforcement of crime victims’
rights related to protections af-
forded by certain Military
Rules of Evidence.

Modification of Military Rules of
Evidence relating to admissi-
bility of general military char-
acter toward probability of in-
nocence.

Modification of Rule 513 of the
Military Rules of Evidence, re-
lating to the privilege against
disclosure of communications
between psychotherapists and
patients.

Modification of Department of De-
fense policy on retention of evi-
dence in a sexual assault case
to permit return of personal
property upon completion of re-
lated proceedings.

Requirements relating to Sexual
Assault Forensic Examiners for
the Armed Forces.

Modification of term of judges of
the United States Court of Ap-
peals for the Armed Forces.

Review of decisions not to refer
charges of certain sex-related
offenses for trial by court-mar-
tial if requested by chief pros-
ecutor.

Analysis and assessment of disposi-
tion of most serious offenses
identified in unrestricted re-
ports on sexual assaults in an-
nual reports on sexual assaults
in the Armed Forces.

Plan for limited use of certain in-
formation on sexual assaults in
restricted reports by military
criminal investigative organi-
zations.

Improved Department of Defense
information reporting and col-
lection of domestic violence in-
cidents involving members of
the Armed Forces.

Additional duties for judicial pro-
ceedings panel.

Defense Advisory Committee on In-
vestigation, Prosecution, and
Defense of Sexual Assault in
the Armed Forces.

Confidential review of character-
ization of terms of discharge of
members of the Armed Forces
who are victims of sexual of-
fenses.

Subtitle E—Member Education, Training,
and Transition

Sec. 532.

533.
534.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 535.

Sec. 536.

Sec. 537.

Sec. 538.

Sec. 539.

Sec. 540.

Sec. 541.

Sec. 542.

Sec. 543.

Sec. 544.

Sec. 545.

Sec. 546.

Sec. 547.

Sec. 561. Enhancement of authority to assist
members of the Armed Forces
to obtain professional creden-
tials.
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Sec. 552. Applicability of sexual assault pre-
vention and response and re-
lated military justice enhance-
ments to military service acad-
emies.

Authorized duration of foreign and
cultural exchange activities at
military service academies.

Enhancement of authority to ac-
cept support for Air Force
Academy athletic programs.

Pilot program to assist members of
the Armed Forces in obtaining
post-service employment.

Plan for education of members of
Armed Forces on cyber mat-
ters.

Enhancement of information pro-
vided to members of the Armed
Forces and veterans regarding
use of Post-9/11 Educational As-
sistance and Federal financial
aid through Transition Assist-
ance Program.

Procedures for provision of certain
information to State veterans
agencies to facilitate the tran-
sition of members of the Armed
Forces from military service to
civilian life.

Subtitle F—Defense Dependents’ Education

and Military Family Readiness Matters

Sec. 561. Continuation of authority to assist
local educational agencies that
benefit dependents of members
of the Armed Forces and De-
partment of Defense civilian
employees.

Impact aid for children with severe
disabilities.

Amendments to the Impact Aid Im-
provement Act of 2012.

Authority to employ non-United
States citizens as teachers in
Department of Defense overseas
dependents’ school system.

Inclusion of domestic dependent el-
ementary and secondary
schools among functions of Ad-
visory Council on Dependents’
Education.

Protection of child custody ar-
rangements for parents who are
members of the Armed Forces.

Improved consistency in data col-
lection and reporting in Armed
Forces suicide prevention ef-
forts.

Improved data collection related to
efforts to reduce underemploy-
ment of spouses of members of
the Armed Forces and close the
wage gap between military
spouses and their civilian coun-
terparts.

Subtitle G—Decorations and Awards

571. Medals for members of the Armed
Forces and civilian employees
of the Department of Defense
who were killed or wounded in
an attack by a foreign terrorist
organization.

572. Authorization for award of the
Medal of Honor to members of
the Armed Forces for acts of
valor during World War 1.

Subtitle H—Miscellaneous Reporting
Requirements

Sec. 581. Review and report on military pro-
grams and controls regarding
professionalism.

Sec. 582. Review and report on prevention of
suicide among members of
United States Special Oper-
ations Forces.

Sec. 553.

Sec. 554.

Sec. 555.

Sec. 556.

Sec. 557.

Sec. 558.

Sec. 562.

Sec. 563.
Sec. 564.

Sec. 565.

Sec. 566.

Sec. 567.

Sec. 568.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 583. Review and report on provision of
job placement assistance and
related employment services di-
rectly to members of the re-
serve components.

Report on foreign language, re-
gional expertise, and culture
considerations in overseas mili-
tary operations.

Deadline for submission of report
containing results of review of
Office of Diversity Management
and Equal Opportunity role in
sexual harassment cases.

Independent assessment of risk and
resiliency of United States Spe-
cial Operations Forces and ef-
fectiveness of the Preservation
of the Force and Families and
Human Performance Programs.

Comptroller General report on haz-
ing in the Armed Forces.

Comptroller General report on im-
pact of certain mental and
physical trauma on discharges
from military service for mis-
conduct.

Subtitle I—Other Matters

Inspection of outpatient residential
facilities occupied by recov-
ering service members.

Designation of voter assistance of-
fices.

Repeal of electronic voting dem-
onstration project.

Authority for removal from na-
tional cemeteries of remains of
certain deceased members of
the Armed Forces who have no
known next of kin.

Sense of Congress regarding leav-
ing no member of the Armed
Forces unaccounted for during
the drawdown of United States
forces in Afghanistan.

TITLE VI-COMPENSATION AND OTHER
PERSONNEL BENEFITS

Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances

Sec. 601. No fiscal year 2015 increase in basic
pay for general and flag offi-
cers.

Sec. 602. Extension of authority to provide
temporary increase in rates of
basic allowance for housing
under certain circumstances.

Sec. 603. Inclusion of Chief of the National
Guard Bureau and Senior En-
listed Advisor to the Chief of
the National Guard Bureau
among senior members of the
Armed Forces for purposes of
pay and allowances.

Sec. 604. Modification of computation of
basic allowance for housing in-
side the United States.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and
Incentive Pays

One-year extension of certain
bonus and special pay authori-
ties for reserve forces.

One-year extension of certain
bonus and special pay authori-
ties for health care profes-
sionals.

One-year extension of special pay
and bonus authorities for nu-
clear officers.

One-year extension of authorities
relating to title 37 consolidated
special pay, incentive pay, and
bonus authorities.

One-year extension of authorities
relating to payment of other
title 37 bonuses and special
pays.

Sec. 584.

Sec. 585.

Sec. 586.

Sec. 587.

Sec. 588.

Sec. 591.

Sec. 592.

Sec. 593.

Sec. 594.

Sec. 595.

Sec. 611.

Sec. 612.

Sec. 613.

Sec. 614.

Sec. 615.
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Subtitle C—Disability Pay, Retired Pay, and
Survivor Benefits

Sec. 621. Earlier determination of dependent
status with respect to transi-
tional compensation for de-
pendents of certain members
separated for dependent abuse.

Modification of determination of
retired pay base for officers re-
tired in general and flag officer
grades.

Inapplicability of reduced annual
adjustment of retired pay for
members of the Armed Forces
under the age of 62 under the
Bipartisan Budget Act of 2013
who first become members
prior to January 1, 2016.

Survivor Benefit Plan annuities for
special needs trusts established
for the benefit of dependent
children incapable of self-sup-
port.

Modification of per-fiscal year cal-
culation of days of certain ac-
tive duty or active service to
reduce eligibility age for retire-
ment for non-regular service.

Subtitle D—Commissary and Non-
appropriated Fund Instrumentality Bene-
fits and Operations

Sec. 631. Procurement of brand-name and
other commercial items for re-
sale by commissary stores.

Sec. 632. Authority of nonappropriated fund
instrumentalities to enter into
contracts with other Federal
agencies and instrumentalities
to provide and obtain certain
goods and services.

Sec. 633. Competitive pricing of legal con-
sumer tobacco products sold in
Department of Defense retail
stores.

Sec. 634. Review of management, food, and
pricing options for defense com-
missary system.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—TRICARE and Other Health Care
Benefits

Sec. 701. Mental health assessments for
members of the Armed Forces.

Modifications of cost-sharing and
other requirements for the
TRICARE Pharmacy Benefits
Program.

Elimination of inpatient day limits
and other limits in provision of
mental health services.

Authority for provisional
TRICARE coverage for emerg-
ing health care services and
supplies.

Clarification of provision of food to
former members and depend-
ents not receiving inpatient
care in military medical treat-
ment facilities.

Sec. 706. Availability of breastfeeding sup-
port, supplies, and counseling
under the TRICARE program.

Subtitle B—Health Care Administration

Sec. T11. Provision of notice of change to
TRICARE benefits.

Sec. 712. Surveys on continued viability of
TRICARE Standard and
TRICARE Extra.

Sec. 713. Review of military health system
modernization study.

Subtitle C—Reports and Other Matters

Sec. 721. Designation and responsibilities of

Sec. 622.

Sec. 623.

Sec. 624.

Sec. 625.

Sec. 702.

Sec. 703.

Sec. 704.

Sec. 705.

senior medical advisor for
Armed Forces Retirement
Home.
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Sec. 722. Extension of authority for joint De-
partment of Defense-Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs Med-
ical Facility Demonstration
Fund.

Report on status of reductions in
TRICARE Prime service areas.

Extension of authority to provide
rehabilitation and vocational
benefits to members of the
Armed Forces with severe inju-
ries or illnesses.

Acquisition strategy for health
care professional staffing serv-
ices.

Pilot program on medication ther-
apy management under
TRICARE program.

Antimicrobial stewardship program
at medical facilities of the De-
partment of Defense.

Report on improvements in the
identification and treatment of
mental health conditions and
traumatic brain injury among
members of the Armed Forces.

Report on efforts to treat infer-
tility of military families.

Report on implementation of rec-
ommendations of Institute of
Medicine on improvements to
certain resilience and preven-
tion programs of the Depart-
ment of Defense.

Comptroller General report on
transition of care for post-trau-
matic stress disorder or trau-
matic brain injury.

Comptroller General report on
mental health stigma reduction
efforts in the Department of
Defense.

Comptroller General report on
women’s health care services
for members of the Armed
Forces and other covered bene-
ficiaries.

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, AC-

QUISITION MANAGEMENT, AND RE-
LATED MATTERS

Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy and
Management

Sec. 801. Modular open systems approaches
in acquisition programs.

Sec. 802. Recharacterization of changes to
Major Automated Information
System programs.

Sec. 803. Amendments relating to defense
business systems.

Sec. 804. Report on implementation of ac-
quisition process for informa-
tion technology systems.

Subtitle B—Amendments to General Con-

tracting Authorities, Procedures, and Lim-
itations

Sec. 811. Extension and modification of con-
tract authority for advanced
component development and
prototype units.

Amendments relating to authority
of the Defense Advanced Re-
search Projects Agency to carry
out certain prototype projects.

Extension of limitation on aggre-
gate annual amount available
for contract services.

Improvement in defense design-
build construction process.

Permanent authority for use of
simplified acquisition proce-
dures for certain commercial
items.

Restatement and revision of re-
quirements applicable to
multiyear defense acquisitions
to be specifically authorized by
law.

Sec. 723.

Sec. 724.

Sec. 725.

Sec. 726.

Sec. 7217.

Sec. 728.

Sec. 729.

Sec. 730.

Sec. 731.

Sec. 732.

Sec. 733.

Sec. 812.

Sec. 813.

Sec. 814.

Sec. 815.

Sec. 816.

Sec. 817. Sourcing requirements related to
avoiding counterfeit electronic
parts.

Sec. 818. Amendments to Proof of Concept
Commercialization Pilot Pro-
gram.

Subtitle C—Industrial Base Matters

821. Temporary extension of and
amendments to test program
for negotiation of comprehen-
sive small business subcon-
tracting plans.

822. Plan for improving data on bundled
or consolidated contracts.

823. Authority to provide education to
small businesses on certain re-
quirements of Arms Export
Control Act.

824. Matters relating to reverse auc-
tions.

Sec. 825. Sole source contracts for small
business concerns owned and
controlled by women.

Subtitle D—Federal Information Technology
Acquisition Reform

Sec. 831. Chief Information Officer authority
enhancements.

Sec. 832. Enhanced transparency and im-
proved risk management in in-
formation technology invest-
ments.

833. Portfolio review.

834. Federal data center consolidation
initiative.

835. Expansion of training and use of in-
formation technology cadres.

836. Maximizing the benefit of the Fed-
eral strategic sourcing initia-
tive.

Sec. 837. Governmentwide software

chasing program.

Subtitle E—Never Contract With the Enemy

Sec. 841. Prohibition on providing funds to
the enemy.

842. Additional access to records.

843. Definitions.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

851. Rapid acquisition and deployment
procedures for United States
Special Operations Command.

852. Consideration of corrosion control
in preliminary design review.

853. Program manager development re-
port.

8564. Operational metrics for Joint Infor-
mation Environment and sup-
porting activities.

8565. Compliance with requirements for
senior Department of Defense
officials seeking employment
with defense contractors.

856. Enhancement of whistleblower pro-
tection for employees of grant-
ees.

857. Prohibition on reimbursement of
contractors for congressional
investigations and inquiries.

. 8568. Requirement to provide photo-
voltaic devices from United
States sources.

859. Reimbursement of Department of
Defense for assistance provided
to nongovernmental entertain-
ment-oriented media producers.

860. Three-year extension of authority
for Joint Urgent Operational
Needs Fund.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT

Subtitle A—Department of Defense
Management
Sec. 901. Reorganization of the Office of the
Secretary of Defense and Re-
lated Matters.
Sec. 902. Assistant Secretary of Defense for
Manpower and Reserve Affairs.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

pur-

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Requirement for assessment of op-
tions to modify the number of
combatant commands.

Office of Net Assessment.

Periodic review of Department of
Defense management head-
quarters.

Subtitle B—Other Matters

Modifications of biennial strategic
workforce plan relating to sen-
ior management, functional,
and technical workforces of the
Department of Defense.

Repeal of extension of Comptroller
General report on inventory.
Extension of authority to waive re-
imbursement of costs of activi-
ties for nongovernmental per-
sonnel at Department of De-
fense regional centers for secu-

rity studies.

Pilot program to establish Govern-
ment lodging program.

Single standard mileage reimburse-
ment rate for privately owned
automobiles of Government em-
ployees and members of the
uniformed services.

Modifications to requirements for
accounting for members of the
Armed Forces and Department
of Defense civilian employees
listed as missing.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters

1001. General transfer authority.

1002. Authority to transfer funds to the
National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration to sustain nuclear
weapons modernization and
naval reactors.

1003. Reporting of balances carried for-
ward by the Department of De-
fense at the end of each fiscal
year.

Subtitle B—Counter-Drug Activities

1011. Extension of authority to support
unified counterdrug and
counterterrorism campaign in
Colombia.

Extension and modification of au-
thority of Department of De-
fense to provide support for
counterdrug activities of other
governmental agencies.

Availability of funds for addi-
tional support for counterdrug
activities of certain foreign
governments.

Extension and modification of au-
thority for joint task forces
supporting law enforcement
agencies conducting activities
to counter transnational orga-
nized crime to support law en-
forcement agencies conducting
counter-terrorism activities.

Sense of Congress regarding secu-
rity in the Western Hemi-
sphere.

903.

904.
905.

911.

912.

913.

914.
915.

916.

1012.

1013.

1014.

1015.

Subtitle C—Naval Vessels and Shipyards

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1021. Definition of combatant and sup-
port vessel for purposes of the
annual plan and certification
relating to budgeting for con-
struction of naval vessels.

1022. National Sea-Based Deterrence
Fund.

1023. Limitation on use of funds for in-
activation of U.S.S. George
Washington.

1024. Sense of Congress recognizing the
anniversary of the sinking of
U.S.S. Thresher.

1025. Pilot program for sustainment of
Littoral Combat Ships on ex-
tended deployments.
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Sec. 1026. Availability of funds for retire-
ment or inactivation of Ticon-
deroga class cruisers or dock
landing ships.

Subtitle D—Counterterrorism

Sec. 1031. Extension of authority to make
rewards for combating ter-
rorism.

Sec. 1032. Prohibition on use of funds to con-
struct or modify facilities in
the United States to house de-
tainees transferred from United
States Naval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba.

Sec. 1033. Prohibition on the use of funds for
the transfer or release of indi-
viduals detained at United
States Naval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba.

Subtitle E—Miscellaneous Authorities and
Limitations

Sec. 1041. Modification of Department of De-
fense authority for humani-
tarian demining assistance and
stockpiled conventional muni-
tions assistance programs.

1042. Airlift service.

1043. Authority to accept certain vol-
untary legal support services.

1044. Expansion of authority for Sec-
retary of Defense to use the De-
partment of Defense reimburse-
ment rate for transportation
services provided to certain
non-Department of Defense en-
tities.

1045. Repeal of authority relating to use
of military installations by
Civil Reserve Air Fleet contrac-
tors.

1046. Inclusion of Chief of the National
Guard Bureau among leadership
of the Department of Defense
provided physical protection
and personal security.

1047. Inclusion of regional organizations
in authority for assignment of
civilian employees of the De-
partment of Defense as advisors
to foreign ministries of defense.

1048. Report and limitation on avail-
ability of funds for aviation for-
eign internal defense program.

1049. Modifications to OH-58D Kiowa
Warrior aircraft.

Subtitle F—Studies and Reports

1051. Protection of top-tier defense-crit-
ical infrastructure from elec-
tromagnetic pulse.

Response of the Department of De-
fense to compromises of classi-
fied information.

Study on joint analytic capability
of the Department of Defense.
Business case analysis of the cre-
ation of an active duty associa-
tion for the 168th Air Refueling

Wing.

Reports on recommendations of
the National Commission on
the Structure of the Air Force.

Report on protection of military
installations.

Comptroller General briefing and
report on Army and Army Na-
tional Guard force structure
changes.

Improving analytic support to sys-
tems acquisition and allocation
of acquisition, intelligence, sur-
veillance and reconnaissance
assets.

Review of United States military
strategy and the force posture
of allies and partners in the
United States Pacific Command
area of responsibility.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1052.

Sec. 10563.

Sec. 1054.

Sec. 1055.

Sec. 1056.

Sec. 1057.

Sec. 1058.

Sec. 1059.

Sec. 1060. Repeal of certain reporting re-
quirements relating to the De-
partment of Defense.

Sec. 1061. Repeal of requirement for Comp-

troller General of the United
States annual reviews and re-
port on pilot program on com-
mercial fee-for-service air re-
fueling support for the Air
Force.

1062. Report on additional matters in
connection with report on the
force structure of the United
States Army.

1063. Certification for realignment of
forces at Lajes Air Force Base,
Azores.

Subtitle G—Other Matters

1071. Technical and clerical
ments.

Reform of quadrennial defense re-
view.

Biennial surveys of Department of
Defense civilian employees on
workplace and gender relations
matters.

Revision to statute of limitations
for aviation insurance claims.
Pilot program for the Human Ter-

rain System.

Clarification of policies on man-
agement of special use airspace
of Department of Defense.

Department of Defense policies on
community involvement in De-
partment community outreach
events.

Notification of foreign threats to
information technology sys-
tems impacting national secu-
rity.

Pilot program to rehabilitate and
modify homes of disabled and
low-income veterans.

XI—CIVILIAN PERSONNEL
MATTERS

One-year extension of authority to
waive annual limitation on pre-
mium pay and aggregate limi-
tation on pay for Federal civil-
ian employees working over-
seas.

One-year extension of discre-
tionary authority to grant al-
lowances, benefits, and gratu-
ities to personnel on official
duty in a combat zone.

Revision to list of science and
technology reinvention labora-
tories.

Extension and modification of ex-
perimental program for sci-
entific and technical personnel.

Temporary authorities for certain
positions at Department of De-
fense research and engineering
facilities.

Rate of overtime pay for Depart-
ment of the Navy employees
performing work aboard or
dockside in support of the nu-
clear aircraft carrier forward
deployed in Japan.

Extension of part-time reemploy-
ment authority.

Personnel authorities for civilian
personnel for the United States
Cyber Command and the cyber
component headquarters of the
military departments.

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO
FOREIGN NATIONS
Subtitle A—Assistance and Training

Sec. 1201. Modification and extension of

Global Security Contingency

Fund.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. amend-

Sec. 1072.

Sec. 1073.

Sec. 1074.
1075.

Sec.

Sec. 1076.

Sec. 1077.

Sec. 1078.

Sec. 1079.

TITLE

Sec. 1101.

Sec. 1102.

Sec. 1103.

Sec. 1104.

Sec. 1105.

Sec. 1106.

Sec. 1107.

Sec. 1108.
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Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Notice to Congress on certain as-
sistance under authority to
conduct activities to enhance
the capability of foreign coun-
tries to respond to incidents in-
volving weapons of mass de-
struction.

Enhanced authority for provision
of support to foreign military
liaison officers of foreign coun-
tries while assigned to the De-
partment of Defense.

Prohibition on use of funds for as-
sistance to units of foreign se-
curity forces that have com-
mitted a gross violation of
human rights.

Codification and enhancement of
authority to build the capacity
of foreign security forces.

Training of security forces and as-
sociated security ministries of
foreign countries to promote
respect for the rule of law and
human rights.

Cross servicing agreements for
loan of personnel protection
and personnel survivability
equipment in coalition oper-
ations.

Extension and modification of au-
thority for support of special
operations to combat ter-
rorism.

Authority to provide assistance to
the vetted Syrian opposition.
Provision of logistic support for
the conveyance of certain de-
fense articles to foreign forces
training with the United States

Armed Forces.

Biennial report on programs car-
ried out by the Department of
Defense to provide training,
equipment, or other assistance
or reimbursement to foreign se-
curity forces.

Subtitle B—Matters Relating to
Afghanistan, Pakistan, and Iraq

1221. Commanders’ Emergency Re-
sponse Program in Afghanistan.

Extension and modification of au-
thority for reimbursement of
certain coalition nations for
support provided to TUnited
States military operations.

One-year extension of logistical
support for coalition forces sup-
porting certain United States
military operations.

United States plan for sustaining
the Afghanistan National Secu-
rity Forces through the end of
fiscal year 2017.

Semiannual report on enhancing
security and stability in Af-
ghanistan.

Sense of Congress on stability and
sovereignty of Afghanistan.

Extension of Afghan Special Im-
migrant Program.

Independent assessment of United
States efforts against al-Qaeda.

Sense of Congress on security of
Afghan women.

Review process for use of United
States funds for construction
projects in Afghanistan that
cannot be physically accessed
by United States Government
personnel.

Extension of authority to transfer
defense articles and provide de-
fense services to the military
and security forces of Afghani-
stan.

. 1202.

1203.

1204.

1205.

1206.

1207.

1208.

1209.

1210.

1211.

1222.

1223.

1224.

1225.

1226.

1227.

1228.

1229.

1230.

1231.



December 4, 2014

Sec. 1232. One-year extension of authority to
use funds for reintegration ac-
tivities in Afghanistan.

1233. Clearance of unexploded ordnance
on former United States train-
ing ranges in Afghanistan.

1234. Report on impact of end of major
combat operations in Afghani-
stan on authority to use mili-
tary force.

1235. Report on bilateral security co-
operation with Pakistan.

1236. Authority to provide assistance to
counter the Islamic State in
Iraq and the Levant.

1237. Extension and modification of au-
thority to support operations
and activities of the Office of
Security Cooperation in Iraq.

Subtitle C—Matters Relating to the Russian

Federation

Sec. 1241. Limitation on military coopera-
tion between the United States
and the Russian Federation.

1242. Notification and assessment of
proposal to modify or introduce
new aircraft or sensors for
flight by the Russian Federa-
tion under Open Skies Treaty.

1243. Limitations on providing certain
missile defense information to
the Russian Federation.

1244. Report on non-compliance by the
Russian Federation with its ob-
ligations under the INF Treaty.

1245. Annual report on military and se-
curity developments involving
the Russian Federation.

1246. Prohibition on use of funds to
enter into contracts or other
agreements with
Rosoboronexport.

Sec. 1247. Report on the New START Treaty.
Subtitle D—Matters Relating to the Asia-
Pacific Region
Sec. 1251. Strategy to prioritize United
States defense interests in the

Asia-Pacific region.

Modifications to annual report on
military and security develop-
ments involving the People’s
Republic of China.

Military-to-military engagement
with the Government of Burma.

Report on Department of Defense
munitions strategy of the
United States Pacific Com-
mand.

Missile defense
Northeast Asia.

Sense of Congress and report on
Taiwan and its contribution to
regional peace and stability.

Independent assessment of the
ability of the Department of
Defense to counter anti-access
and area-denial strategies, ca-
pabilities, and other key tech-
nologies of potential adver-
saries.

Sense of Congress reaffirming se-
curity cooperation with Japan
and the Republic of Korea.

1259. Report on maritime security

strategy in the Asia-Pacific re-

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1252.

Sec. 1253.

Sec. 1254.

Sec. 1255. cooperation in

Sec. 1256.

Sec. 1257.

Sec. 1258.

Sec.

gion.

1259A. Sense of Congress on Taiwan
maritime capabilities and exer-
cise participation.

1259B. Modification of matters for dis-
cussion in annual reports of
United States-China Economic
and Security Review Commis-
sion.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

1261. One-year extension of authoriza-
tion for non-conventional as-
sisted recovery capabilities.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 1262. Modification of national security
planning guidance to deny safe
havens to al-Qaeda and its vio-
lent extremist affiliates.

Enhanced authority to acquire
goods and services of Djibouti
in support of Department of De-
fense activities in United
States Africa Command area of
responsibility.

Treatment of the Kurdistan Demo-
cratic Party and the Patriotic
Union of Kurdistan under the
Immigration and Nationality
Act.

Prohibition on integration of mis-
sile defense systems of China
into missile defense systems of
United States and sense of Con-
gress concerning integration of
missile defense systems of Rus-
sia into missile defense systems
of NATO.

Limitation on availability of
funds to implement the Arms
Trade Treaty.

Notification and review of poten-
tially significant arms control
noncompliance.

Inter-European Air Forces Acad-
emy.

Department of Defense support to
security of United States diplo-
matic facilities.

Information on sanctioned persons
and businesses through the Fed-
eral Awardee Performance and
Integrity Information System.

Reports on nuclear program of
Iran.

Sense of Congress on defense mod-
ernization by NATO countries.

Report on protection of cultural
property in event of armed con-
flict.

United States strategy and plans
for enhancing security and sta-
bility in Europe.

Report on military assistance to
Ukraine.

Sense of Congress on efforts to re-
move Joseph Kony from the
battlefield and end the atroc-
ities of the Lord’s Resistance
Army.

Extension of annual reports on the
military power of Iran.

1278. Report and strategy regarding
North Africa, West Africa, and
the Sahel.

Sec. 1279. Rule of construction.

TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT
REDUCTION
Subtitle A—Funds
Sec. 1301. Specification of Cooperative
Threat Reduction funds.

Sec. 1302. Funding allocations.

Subtitle B—Consolidation and Moderniza-
tion of Statutes Relating to the Depart-
ment of Defense Cooperative Threat Re-
duction Program

Sec. 1311. Short title.

Sec. 1312. Definitions.

PART I—PROGRAM AUTHORITIES

Sec. 1321. Authority to carry out Depart-
ment of Defense Cooperative
Threat Reduction Program.

1322. Use of funds for certain emergent
threats or opportunities.

1323. Authority for urgent threat reduc-
tion activities under Depart-
ment of Defense Cooperative
Threat Reduction Program.

1324. Use of funds for unspecified pur-
poses or for increased amounts.

1325. Use of contributions to Depart-
ment of Defense Cooperative
Threat Reduction Program.

Sec. 1263.

Sec. 1264.

Sec. 1265.

Sec. 1266.

Sec. 1267.

Sec. 1268.

Sec. 1269.

Sec. 1270.

Sec. 1271.
Sec. 1272.

Sec. 1273.

Sec. 1274.

Sec. 1275.

Sec. 1276.

Sec. 1277.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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PART II—RESTRICTIONS AND LIMITATIONS

Sec. 1331. Prohibition on use of funds for
specified purposes.

Sec. 1332. Requirement for on-site managers.

Sec. 1333. Limitation on use of funds until
certain permits obtained.

Sec. 1334. Limitation on availability of
funds for Cooperative Threat
Reduction activities with Rus-
sian Federation.

PART III—RECURRING CERTIFICATIONS AND
REPORTS

Sec. 1341. Annual certifications on use of fa-
cilities being constructed for
Department of Defense Cooper-
ative Threat Reduction projects
or activities.

1342. Requirement to submit summary
of amounts requested by
project category.

1343. Reports on activities and assist-
ance under Department of De-
fense Cooperative Threat Re-
duction Program.

1344. Metrics for Department of Defense
Cooperative Threat Reduction
Program.

PART IV—REPEALS AND TRANSITION

PROVISIONS

Sec. 1351. Repeals.
Sec. 1352. Transition provisions.
TITLE XIV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Military Programs
1401. Working capital funds.
1402. Chemical Agents and Munitions
Destruction, Defense.
Drug Interdiction and Counter-
Drug Activities, Defense-wide.
Defense Inspector General.
Defense Health Program.
Subtitle B—Other Matters

1411. Authority for transfer of funds to
joint Department of Defense—
Department of Veterans Affairs
Medical Facility Demonstra-
tion Fund for Captain James A.
Lovell Federal Health Care
Center, Illinois.

1412. Authorization of appropriations
for Armed Forces Retirement
Home.

1413. Comptroller General of the United
States report on Captain James
A. Lovell Federal Health Care
Center, North Chicago, Illinois.

TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION OF ADDI-

TIONAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR OVER-
SEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 1501. Purpose.

Sec. 1502. Procurement.

Sec. 1503. Research, development, test, and

evaluation.

Operation and maintenance.

Military personnel.

Working capital funds.

Drug Interdiction and Counter-

Drug Activities, Defense-wide.

Defense Inspector General.

Defense Health program.

Counterterrorism Partnerships

Fund.
1511. European Reassurance Initiative.
Subtitle B—Financial Matters

1521. Treatment as additional author-
izations.

Sec. 1622. Special transfer authority.

Subtitle C—Limitations, Reports, and Other

Matters

Sec. 1631. Afghanistan Infrastructure Fund.

Sec. 1632. Afghanistan Security Forces
Fund.

Sec. 1633. Joint Improvised Explosive Device
Defeat Fund.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 1403.

1404.
1405.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1504.
1505.
1506.
1507.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

1508.
1509.
1510.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 15634. Counterterrorism
Fund.

Sec. 1635. European Reassurance Initiative.

Sec. 1636. Plan for transition of funding of
United States Special Oper-
ations Command from supple-
mental funding for overseas
contingency operations to re-
curring funding for future-years
defense programs.

TITLE XVI—STRATEGIC PROGRAMS,
CYBER, AND INTELLIGENCE MATTERS
Subtitle A—Space Activities
Sec. 1601. Department of Defense Space Se-
curity and Defense Program.
Evolved expendable launch vehicle

notification.

Satellite communications respon-
sibilities of Executive Agent for
Space.

Rocket propulsion system devel-
opment program.

Pilot program for acquisition of
commercial satellite commu-
nication services.

Update of National Security Space
Strategy to include space con-
trol and space superiority strat-
egy.

Allocation of funds for the Space
Security and Defense Program;
report on space control.

Prohibition on contracting with
Russian suppliers of rocket en-
gines for the evolved expend-
able launch vehicle program.

Assessment of evolved expendable
launch vehicle program.

Competitive procedures required
to launch payload for mission
number five of the Operation-
ally Responsive Space Program.

Availability of additional rocket
cores pursuant to competitive
procedures.

Limitations on availability of
funds for weather satellite fol-
low-on system and Defense Me-
teorological Satellite program.

Limitation on availability of
funds for space-based infrared
systems space data exploi-
tation.

Limitations on availability of
funds for hosted payload and
wide field of view testbed of the
space-based infrared systems.

Limitations on availability of
funds for protected tactical
demonstration and protected
military satellite communica-
tions testbed of the advanced
extremely high frequency pro-
gram.

Study of space situational aware-
ness architecture.

Sec. 1617. Briefing on range support for
launches in support of national
security.

Subtitle B—Defense Intelligence and
Intelligence-Related Activities

Sec. 1621. Tactical Exploitation of National
Capabilities Executive Agent.

Sec. 1622. One-year extension of report on
imagery intelligence and
geospatial information support
provided to regional organiza-
tions and security alliances.

Sec. 1623. Extension of Secretary of Defense
authority to engage in commer-
cial activities as security for
intelligence collection activi-
ties.

Sec. 1624. Extension of authority relating to
jurisdiction over Department of
Defense facilities for intel-
ligence collection or special op-
erations activities abroad.

Partnerships

Sec. 1602.

Sec. 1603.

Sec. 1604.

Sec. 1605.

Sec. 1606.

Sec. 1607.

Sec. 1608.

Sec. 1609.

Sec. 1610.

Sec. 1611.

Sec. 1612.

Sec. 1613.
1614.

Sec.

Sec. 1615.

Sec. 1616.

Sec. 1625. Assessment and

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1626.

1627.

1628.

1629.

limitation on
availability of funds for intel-
ligence activities and programs
of United States Special Oper-
ations Command and special
operations forces.

Annual briefing on the intel-
ligence, surveillance, and re-
connaissance requirements of
the combatant commands.

Prohibition on National Intel-
ligence Program consolidation.

Personnel security and insider
threat.
Migration of Distributed Common

Ground System of Department
of the Army to an open system
architecture.

Subtitle C—Cyberspace-Related Matters
Sec. 1631. Budgeting and accounting for

cyber mission forces.

Sec. 1632. Reporting on cyber incidents with

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1633.
1634.
1635.

1636.

1637.

1638.

1639.

respect to networks and infor-
mation systems of operation-
ally critical contractors.

Executive agents for cyber test
and training ranges.

Cyberspace mapping.

Review of cross domain solution
policy and requirement for
cross domain solution strategy.

Requirement for strategy to de-
velop and deploy decryption
service for the Joint Informa-
tion Environment.

Actions to address economic or in-
dustrial espionage in cyber-
space.

Sense of Congress regarding role
of reserve components in de-
fense of United States against
cyber attacks.

Sense of Congress on the future of
the Internet and the .MIL top-
level domain.

Subtitle D—Nuclear Forces

1641.

1642.

1643.

1644.
1645.

1646.

1647.

1648.

1649.

1650.

1651.

1652.

1653.

Preparation of annual budget re-
quest regarding nuclear weap-
ons.

Improvement to biennial assess-
ment on delivery platforms for
nuclear weapons and the nu-
clear command and control sys-
tem.

Congressional Budget Office re-
view of cost estimates for nu-
clear weapons.

Retention of missile silos.

Procurement authority for certain
parts of intercontinental bal-
listic missile fuzes.

Assessment of nuclear weapon sec-
ondary requirement.

Certification on nuclear force
structure.
Advance notice and reports on B61

life extension program.

Notification and report concerning
removal or consolidation of
dual-capable aircraft from Eu-
rope.

Reports on installation of nuclear
command, control, and commu-
nications systems at head-
quarters of United States Stra-
tegic Command.

Report on plans for response of
Department of Defense to INF
Treaty violation.

Statement of policy on the nu-
clear triad.

Sense of Congress on deterrence
and defense posture of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation.
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Subtitle E—Missile Defense Programs

Sec. 1661

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1666

1662.

1663.

1664.

1665.

. Availability of funds for Iron
Dome short-range rocket de-
fense system.

Testing and assessment of missile
defense systems prior to pro-
duction and deployment.

Acquisition plan for re-designed
exo-atmospheric kill vehicle.

Study on testing program of
ground-based midcourse missile
defense system.

Sense of Congress and report on
homeland ballistic missile de-
fense.

. Sense of Congress and report on
regional ballistic missile de-
fense.

TITLE XVII—NATIONAL COMMISSION ON
THE FUTURE OF THE ARMY

Subtitle A—Establishment and Duties of

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

1701.
1702.

1703.
1704.
1705.
1706.
1707.

Commission

Short title.
National Commission on the Fu-

ture of the Army.
Duties of the Commission.
Powers of the Commission.
Commission personnel matters.
Termination of the Commission.
Funding.

Subtitle B—Related Limitations

Sec. 1711

Sec. 1712

. Prohibition on use of fiscal year
2015 funds to reduce strengths
of Army personnel.

. Limitations on the transfer, in-
cluding preparations for the
transfer, of AH-64 Apache heli-
copters assigned to the Army
National Guard.

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 2001
Sec. 2002

AUTHORIZATIONS

. Short title.

. Expiration of authorizations and
amounts required to be speci-
fied by law.

TITLE XXI—ARMY MILITARY

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 2109

2101.

2102.
2103.

2104.

2105.

2106.
2107.

2108.

CONSTRUCTION

Authorized Army construction
and land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Authorization of appropriations,
Army.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2004
project.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2013
projects.

Extension of authorization of cer-
tain fiscal year 2011 project.

Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2012 projects.

Limitation on construction of
cadet barracks at United States
Military Academy, New York.

. Limitation on funding for family

housing construction at Camp

Walker, Republic of Korea.

TITLE XXII—NAVY MILITARY

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

2201.

2202.
2203.

2204.

2205.

2206.

2207.

CONSTRUCTION

Authorized Navy construction and
land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to military family
housing units.

Authorization of appropriations,
Navy.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2012
projects.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2014
project.

Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2011 projects.
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Sec. 2208. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2012 projects.

TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION

Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.
Authorization of appropriations,

Air Force.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2008
project.

Extension of authorization of cer-
tain fiscal year 2011 project.

Extension of authorization of cer-
tain fiscal year 2012 project.

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Subtitle A—Defense Agency Authorizations

Sec. 2401. Authorized Defense Agencies con-
struction and land acquisition

Sec. 2301.

Sec. 2302.

Sec. 2308.

Sec. 2304.

Sec. 2305.

projects.

Sec. 2402. Authorized energy conservation
projects.

Sec. 2403. Authorization of appropriations,

Defense Agencies.

Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2011 projects.
Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2012 projects.
Limitation on project authoriza-
tion to carry out certain fiscal
year 2015 projects pending sub-

mission of report.

Subtitle B—Chemical Demilitarization
Authorizations

Sec. 2404.

Sec. 2405.

Sec. 2406.

Sec. 2411. Authorization of appropriations,
chemical demilitarization con-
struction, defense-wide.

Sec. 2412. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2000
project.

TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY

ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVEST-
MENT PROGRAM

Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction
and land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2502. Authorization of appropriations,
NATO.

TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE
FORCES FACILITIES

Subtitle A—Project Authorizations and
Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 2601. Authorized Army National Guard
construction and land acquisi-
tion projects.

2602. Authorized Army Reserve con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Authorized Navy Reserve and Ma-
rine Corps Reserve construction
and land acquisition projects.

Authorized Air National Guard
construction and land acquisi-
tion projects.

Authorized Air Force Reserve con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Authorization of appropriations,
National Guard and Reserve.

Subtitle B—Other Matters

2611. Modification and extension of au-
thority to carry out certain fis-
cal year 2012 projects.

2612. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2013
projects.

2613. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2014
project.

2614. Extension of authorization of cer-
tain fiscal year 2011 projects.

Sec.
Sec. 2603.
Sec. 2604.
2605.

Sec.

Sec. 2606.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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TITLE XXVII—BASE REALIGNMENT AND
CLOSURE ACTIVITIES
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 2701. Authorization of appropriations
for base realignment and clo-
sure activities funded through
Department of Defense base
closure account.
Subtitle B—Prohibition on Additional BRAC
Round
Sec. 2711. Prohibition on conducting addi-
tional Base Realignment and
Closure (BRAC) round.
Subtitle C—Other Matters

Sec. 2721. Modification of property disposal
procedures under base realign-
ment and closure process.

TITLE XXVIII—MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION GENERAL PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program
and Military Family Housing Changes

Sec. 2801. Congressional notification of con-
struction projects, land acquisi-
tions, and defense access road
projects conducted under au-
thorities other than a Military
Construction Authorization
Act.

Modification of authority to carry
out unspecified minor military
construction.

Clarification of authorized use of
payments-in-kind and in-kind
contributions.

Use of one-step turn-key con-
tractor selection procedures for
additional facility projects.

Limitations on military construc-
tion in European Command
area of responsibility and Euro-
pean Reassurance Initiative.

Extension of temporary, limited
authority to use operation and
maintenance funds for con-
struction projects in certain
areas outside the United States.

Application of residential building
construction standards.

Sec. 2808. Limitation on construction of new

facilities at Guantanamo Bay,
Cuba.
Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities
Administration

Sec. 2811. Renewals, extensions, and suc-
ceeding leases for financial in-
stitutions operating on mili-
tary installations.

Sec. 2812. Deposit of reimbursed funds to
cover administrative expenses
relating to certain real prop-
erty transactions.

Subtitle C—Provisions Related to Asia-
Pacific Military Realignment

Sec. 2821. Realignment of Marines Corps
forces in Asia-Pacific region.

2822. Establishment of surface danger
zone, Ritidian Unit, Guam Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge.

Subtitle D—Land Conveyances

2831. Land conveyance, Gordo Army Re-
serve Center, Gordo, Alabama.

2832. Land conveyance, West Nome
Tank Farm, Nome, Alaska.

2833. Land conveyance, former Air
Force Norwalk Defense Fuel
Supply Point, Norwalk, Cali-
fornia.

2834. Transfer of administrative juris-
diction and alternative land
conveyance authority, former
Walter Reed Army Hospital,
District of Columbia.

2835. Land conveyance, former Lynn
Haven fuel depot, Lynn Haven,
Florida.

Sec. 2802.

Sec. 2803.
Sec. 2804.

Sec. 2805.

Sec. 2806.

Sec. 2807.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Transfers of administrative juris-
diction, Camp Frank D. Merrill
and Lake Lanier, Georgia.

Land conveyance, Joint Base
Pearl Harbor-Hickam, Hawaii.
Modification of conditions on land
conveyance, Joliet Army Am-

munition Plant, Illinois.

Transfer of administrative juris-
diction, Camp Gruber, OKkla-
homa.

Conveyance, Joint Base Charles-
ton, South Carolina.

2841. Land exchanges, Arlington Coun-

ty, Virginia.
Subtitle E—Military Memorials,

Monuments, and Museums

2851. Acceptance of in-kind gifts on be-
half of Heritage Center for the
National Museum of the United
States Army.

2852. Mt. Soledad Veterans Memorial,
San Diego, California.

2853. Establishment of memorial to the
victims of the shooting at the
Washington Navy Yard on Sep-
tember 16, 2013.

Subtitle F—Designations

2861. Redesignation of the Asia-Pacific
Center for Security Studies as
the Daniel K. Inouye Asia-Pa-
cific Center for Security Stud-
ies.

Subtitle G—Other Matters
Sec. 2871. Report on physical security at De-
partment of Defense facilities.
TITLE XXIX—OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY
OPERATIONS MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 2901. Authorized Army construction
and land acquisition project.

Sec. 2902. Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2903. Authorized Defense Agency con-
struction and land acquisition
project.

Sec. 2904. Authorization of appropriations.

TITLE XXX—NATURAL RESOURCES
RELATED GENERAL PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Land Conveyances and Related
Matters

Sec. 3001. Land conveyance,
Alaska.

Sealaska land entitlement final-
ization.

Southeast Arizona land exchange
and conservation.

Land exchange, Cibola National
Wildlife Refuge, Arizona, and
Bureau of Land Management
land in Riverside County, Cali-
fornia.

Special rules for Inyo
Forest, California,
change.

Land exchange, Trinity Public
Utilities District, Trinity Coun-
ty, California, the Bureau of
Land Management, and the
Forest Service.

Idaho County, Idaho,
range land conveyance.

School District 318, Minnesota,
land exchange.

Northern Nevada
ances.

San Juan County, New Mexico,
Federal land conveyance.

Land conveyance, Uinta-Wasatch-
Cache National Forest, Utah.
Conveyance of certain land to the

city of Fruit Heights, Utah.

Land conveyance, Hanford Site,
Washington.

Ranch A Wyoming consolidation
and management improvement.

Sec. 2836.

Sec. 2837.

Sec. 2838.

Sec. 2839.

Sec. 2840.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Wainwright,

Sec. 3002.

Sec. 3003.

Sec. 3004.

3005. National

land ex-

Sec.

Sec. 3006.

Sec. 3007. shooting

Sec. 3008.

Sec. 3009. land convey-

Sec. 3010.
Sec. 3011.
Sec. 3012.

Sec. 3013.

Sec. 3014.
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Subtitle B—Public Lands and National
Forest System Management

Sec. 3021. Bureau of Land Management per-
mit processing.

Sec. 3022. Internet-based onshore oil and gas
lease sales.

Sec. 3023. Grazing permits and leases.

Sec. 3024. Cabin user and transfer fees.

Subtitle C—National Park System Units

Sec. 3030. Addition of Ashland Harbor
Breakwater Light to the Apos-
tle Islands National Seashore.

Blackstone River Valley National
Historical Park.

Coltsville National
Park.

First State National Historical
Park.
Gettysburg
Park.
Harriet Tubman Underground
Railroad National Historical

Park, Maryland.

Harriet Tubman National Histor-
ical Park, Auburn, New York.
Hinchliffe Stadium addition to
Paterson Great Falls National

Historical Park.

Lower East Side Tenement Na-
tional Historic Site.

Manhattan Project National His-
torical Park.

North Cascades National Park and
Stephen Mather Wilderness.

Oregon Caves National Monument
and Preserve.

San Antonio Missions National
Historical Park.

Valles Caldera National Preserve,
New Mexico.

Sec. 3044. Vicksburg National Military Park.

Subtitle D—National Park System Studies,
Management, and Related Matters

Sec. 3050. Revolutionary War and War of 1812
American battlefield protection
program.

Special resource studies.

National heritage areas and cor-
ridors.

National historic site support fa-
cility improvements.

National Park System donor ac-
knowledgment.

Coin to commemorate 100th anni-
versary of the National Park
Service.

Commission to study the potential
creation of a National Women’s
History Museum.

Sec. 3057. Cape Hatteras National Seashore

Recreational Area.
Subtitle E—Wilderness and Withdrawals

Sec. 3060. Alpine Lakes Wilderness additions
and Pratt and Middle Fork
Snoqualmie Rivers protection.

Sec. 3031.

Sec. 3032. Historical

Sec. 3033.

Sec. 3034. National Military

Sec. 3035.

Sec. 3036.

Sec. 3037.

Sec. 3038.

Sec. 3039.
Sec. 3040.
Sec. 3041.
Sec. 3042.

Sec. 3043.

3051.
3052.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 3053.
Sec. 3054.

Sec. 3055.

Sec. 3056.

Sec. 3061. Columbine-Hondo Wilderness.

Sec. 3062. Hermosa Creek watershed protec-
tion.

Sec. 3063. North Fork Federal lands with-
drawal area.

Sec. 3064. Pine Forest Range Wilderness.

Sec. 3065. Rocky Mountain Front Conserva-
tion Management Area and wil-
derness additions.

Sec. 3066. Wovoka Wilderness.

Sec. 3067. Withdrawal area related to
Wovoka Wilderness.

Sec. 3068. Withdrawal and reservation of ad-
ditional public land for Naval
Air Weapons Station, China
Lake, California.

Subtitle F—Wild and Scenic Rivers

Sec. 3071. Illabot Creek, Washington, wild
and scenic river.

Sec. 3072. Missisquoi and Trout wild and sce-

nic rivers, Vermont.
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Sec. 3073. White Clay Creek wild and scenic
river expansion.

Studies of wild and scenic rivers.

Subtitle G—Trust Lands

Sec. 3077. Land taken into trust for benefit
of the Northern Cheyenne
Tribe.

Sec. 3078. Transfer of administrative juris-
diction, Badger Army Ammuni-
tion Plant, Baraboo, Wisconsin.

Subtitle H—Miscellaneous Access and
Property Issues

Sec. 3081. Ensuring public access to the sum-
mit of Rattlesnake Mountain in
the Hanford Reach National
Monument.

3082. Anchorage, Alaska, conveyance of
reversionary interests.

3083. Release of property interests in
Bureau of Land Management
land conveyed to the State of
Oregon for establishment of
Hermiston Agricultural Re-
search and Extension Center.

Subtitle I—Water Infrastructure

3087. Bureau of Reclamation hydro-
power development.

3088. Toledo Bend Hydroelectric
Project.

3089. BEast Bench Irrigation District
contract extension.

Subtitle J—Other Matters

3091. Commemoration of centennial of
World War I.

3092. Miscellaneous issues related to
Las Vegas valley public land
and Tule Springs Fossil Beds
National Monument.

3093. National Desert Storm and Desert
Shield Memorial.

3094. Extension of legislative authority
for establishment of commemo-
rative work in honor of former
President John Adams.

3095. Refinancing of Pacific Coast
groundfish fishing capacity re-
duction loan.

Sec. 3096. Payments in lieu of taxes.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZA-
TIONS AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

Subtitle A—National Security Programs
Authorizations

Sec. 3101. National Nuclear Security Admin-
istration.

Sec. 3102. Defense environmental cleanup.

Sec. 3103. Other defense activities.

Subtitle B—Program Authorizations,
Restrictions, and Limitations

3111. Design and use of prototypes of
nuclear weapons for intel-
ligence purposes.

Plutonium pit production capac-
ity.

Life-cycle cost estimates of cer-
tain atomic energy defense cap-
ital assets.

Expansion of requirement for inde-
pendent cost estimates on life
extension programs and new
nuclear facilities.

Definition of baseline and thresh-
old for stockpile life extension
project.

Authorized personnel levels of Na-
tional Nuclear Security Admin-
istration.

Cost estimation and program eval-
uation by National Nuclear Se-
curity Administration.

Cost containment for Uranium Ca-
pabilities Replacement Project.

Sec. 3074.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 3112.

Sec. 3113.

Sec. 3114.

Sec. 3115.

Sec. 3116.

3117.

Sec.

Sec. 3118.
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Production of nuclear warhead for
long-range standoff weapon.

Disposition of weapons-usable plu-
tonium.

Limitation on availability of
funds for Office of the Adminis-
trator for Nuclear Security.

Limitation on availability of
funds for certain nonprolifera-
tion activities between the
United States and the Russian
Federation.

Identification of amounts required
for uranium technology
sustainment in budget mate-
rials for fiscal year 2016.
Subtitle C—Plans and Reports

3131. Analysis and report on W88 Alt 370
program high explosives op-
tions.

3132. Analysis of existing facilities and
sense of Congress with respect
to plutonium strategy.

3133. Plan for verification and moni-
toring of proliferation of nu-
clear weapons and fissile mate-
rial.

3134. Comments of Administrator for
Nuclear Security and Chairman
of Nuclear Weapons Council on
final report of Congressional
Advisory Panel on the Govern-
ance of the Nuclear Security
Enterprise.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

3141. Establishment of Advisory Board
on Toxic Substances and Work-
er Health; extension of author-
ity of Office of Ombudsman for
Energy Employees Occupa-
tional Illness Compensation
Program.

3142. Technical corrections to Atomic
Energy Defense Act.

3143. Technical corrections to National
Nuclear Security Administra-
tion Act.

Sec. 3144. Technology

Fund.
TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

Sec. 3201. Authorization.

Sec. 3202. Inspector General of Defense Nu-

clear Facilities Safety Board.

Sec. 3203. Number of employees of Defense

Sec. 3119.

Sec. 3120.

Sec. 3121.

Sec. 3122.

Sec. 3123.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Commercialization

Nuclear Facilities Safety
Board.
TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM
RESERVES

Sec. 3401. Authorization of appropriations.
TITLE XXXV—MARITIME
ADMINISTRATION

3501. Authorization of appropriations
for national security aspects of
the Merchant Marine for fiscal
year 2015.

3502. Floating dry docks.

3503. Sense of Congress on the role of
domestic maritime industry in
national security.

3504. United States Merchant Marine
Academy Board of Visitors.

DIVISION D—FUNDING TABLES

4001. Authorization of amounts in fund-
ing tables.

TITLE XLI—PROCUREMENT

4101. Procurement.

4102. Procurement for overseas contin-
gency operations.

TITLE XLII—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

Sec. 4201. Research, development, test, and

evaluation.

Sec. 4202. Research, development, test, and

evaluation for overseas contin-
gency operations.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
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TITLE XLIII—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Sec. 4301. Operation and maintenance.

Sec. 4302. Operation and maintenance for
overseas contingency  oper-
ations.

TITLE XLIV—MILITARY PERSONNEL

Sec. 4401. Military personnel.
Sec. 4402. Military personnel for overseas
contingency operations.
TITLE XLV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 4501. Other authorizations.
Sec. 4502. Other authorizations for overseas
contingency operations.

TITLE XLVI—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 4601. Military construction.
Sec. 4602. Military construction for overseas
contingency operations.

TITLE XLVII-DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

Sec. 4701. Department of Energy national se-
curity programs.
SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES.

In this Act, the term ‘‘congressional de-
fense committees” has the meaning given
that term in section 101(a)(16) of title 10,
United States Code.

SEC. 4. BUDGETARY EFFECTS OF THIS ACT.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purposes of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, jointly submitted for
printing in the Congressional Record by the
Chairmen of the House and Senate Budget
Committees, provided that such statement
has been submitted prior to the vote on pas-
sage in the House acting first on the con-
ference report or amendment between the
Houses.

SEC. 5. EXPLANATORY STATEMENT.

The explanatory statement regarding this
Act, printed in the House section of the Con-
gressional Record on or about December 3,
2014, by the Chairman of the Committee on
Armed Services of the House of Representa-
tives and the Chairman of the Committee on
Armed Services of the Senate, shall have the
same effect with respect to the implementa-
tion of this Act as if it were a joint explana-
tory statement of a committee of con-
ference.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 101. Authorization of Appropriations.
Subtitle B—Army Programs

Sec. 111. Plan on modernization of UH-60A
aircraft of Army National
Guard.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs

121. Construction of San Antonio class
amphibious ship.

122. Limitation on availability of funds
for mission modules for Lit-
toral Combat Ship.

123. Extension of limitation on avail-
ability of funds for Littoral
Combat Ship.

124. Report on test evaluation master
plan for Littoral Combat Ship
seaframes and mission modules.

125. Airborne electronic attack capa-
bilities.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs

131. Prohibition on availability of funds
for retirement of MQ-1 Pred-
ator aircraft.

132. Prohibition on availability of funds
for retirement of U-2 aircraft.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 133. Prohibition on availability of funds

for retirement of A-10 aircraft.

134. Prohibition on cancellation or
modification of avionics mod-
ernization program for C-130
aircraft.

Limitation on availability of funds
for retirement of Air Force air-
craft.

Limitation on availability of funds
for retirement of E-3 airborne
warning and control system
aircraft.

Limitation on availability of funds
for divestment or transfer of
KC-10 aircraft.

Limitation on availability of funds
for transfer of Air Force C-130H
and C-130J aircraft.

Limitation on availability of funds
for transfer of Air Force KC-135
tankers.

Report on C-130 aircraft.

Report on status of F-16 aircraft.

Report on options to modernize or
replace T-1A aircraft.

Report on status of air-launched
cruise missile capabilities.

Subtitle E—Defense-wide, Joint, and

Multiservice Matters

Sec. 151. Additional oversight requirements
for the undersea mobility ac-
quisition program of the United
States Special Operations Com-
mand.

Sec. 1562. Plan for modernization or replace-
ment of digital avionic equip-
ment.

Sec. 1563. Comptroller General report on F-35
aircraft acquisition program.

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 101. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2015 for procurement
for the Army, the Navy and the Marine
Corps, the Air Force, and Defense-wide ac-
tivities, as specified in the funding table in
section 4101.

Subtitle B—Army Programs
SEC. 111. PLAN ON MODERNIZATION OF UH-60A
AIRCRAFT OF ARMY NATIONAL
GUARD.

(a) PLAN.—Not later than March 15, 2015,
the Secretary of the Army shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a
prioritized plan for modernizing the entire
fleet of UH-60A aircraft of the Army Na-
tional Guard.

(b) ADDITIONAL ELEMENTS.—The plan under
subsection (a) shall set forth the following:

(1) A detailed timeline for the moderniza-
tion of the entire fleet of UH-60A aircraft of
the Army National Guard.

(2) The number of UH-60L, UH-60L Digital,
and UH-60M aircraft that the Army National
Guard will possess upon completion of such
modernization plan.

(3) The cost, by year, associated with such
modernization plan.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs

CONSTRUCTION OF SAN ANTONIO

CLASS AMPHIBIOUS SHIP.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the
Navy may enter into a contract beginning
with the fiscal year 2015 program year for
the procurement of one San Antonio class
amphibious ship. The Secretary may employ
incremental funding for such procurement.

(b) CONDITION ON OUT-YEAR CONTRACT PAY-
MENTS.—A contract entered into under sub-
section (a) shall provide that any obligation
of the United States to make a payment
under such contract for any fiscal year after
fiscal year 2015 is subject to the availability
of appropriations for that purpose for such
fiscal year.

Sec.

Sec. 135.

Sec. 136.

Sec. 137.

Sec. 138.

Sec. 139.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

140.
141.
142.

Sec. 143.

SEC. 121.

H8397

LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR MISSION MODULES FOR
LITTORAL COMBAT SHIP.

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act or otherwise made avail-
able for fiscal year 2015 for the procurement
of additional mission modules for the Lit-
toral Combat Ship program may be obligated
or expended until the Secretary of the Navy
submits to the congressional defense com-
mittees each of the following:

(1) The Milestone B program goals for cost,
schedule, and performance for each module.

(2) Certification by the Director of Oper-
ational Test and Evaluation with respect to
the total number for each module type that
is required to perform all necessary oper-
ational testing.

SEC. 123. EXTENSION OF LIMITATION ON AVAIL-
ABILITY OF FUNDS FOR LITTORAL
COMBAT SHIP.

Section 124(a) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public
Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 693) is amended by
striking ‘‘this Act or otherwise made avail-
able for fiscal year 2014”’ and inserting ‘‘this
Act, the Carl Levin and Howard P. ‘Buck’
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2015, or otherwise made avail-
able for fiscal years 2014 or 2015,

SEC. 124. REPORT ON TEST EVALUATION MASTER
PLAN FOR LITTORAL COMBAT SHIP
SEAFRAMES AND MISSION MOD-
ULES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Director of Operational Test and Evalua-
tion shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report on the test eval-
uation master plan for the seaframes and
mission modules for the Littoral Combat
Ship program.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required under
subsection (a) shall include the following ele-
ments:

(1) A description of the progress of the
Navy with respect to the test evaluation
master plan.

(2) An assessment of whether or not com-
pletion of the test evaluation master plan
will demonstrate operational effectiveness
and operational suitability for both
seaframes and each mission module.

SEC. 125. AIRBORNE ELECTRONIC ATTACK CAPA-
BILITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the
Navy shall ensure that the Navy retains the
option of procuring more EA-18G aircraft in
the event that the Secretary determines that
further analysis of airborne electronic at-
tack force structure indicates that the Navy
should make such a procurement.

(b) BRIEFING.—Not later than March 2, 2015,
the Secretary shall provide to the congres-
sional defense committees a briefing on—

(1) the options available to the Navy for
ensuring that the Navy will not be precluded
from procuring more EA-18G aircraft based
on a determination made under subsection
(a); and

(2) an update on the progress of the Navy
in conducting an analysis of emerging re-
quirements for airborne electronic attack.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs
131. PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF

FUNDS FOR RETIREMENT OF MQ-1
PREDATOR AIRCRAFT.

(a) PROHIBITION.—Except as provided by
subsection (b), none of the funds authorized
to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2015 for the Air
Force may be used during fiscal year 2015 to
retire any MQ-1 Predator aircraft.

(b) EXCEPTION.—The prohibition in sub-
section (a) shall not apply to a damaged MQ-
1 Predator aircraft if the Secretary deter-
mines that repairing such aircraft is not eco-
nomically viable.

SEC. 122.

SEC.
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SEC. 132. PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR RETIREMENT OF U-2
AIRCRAFT.

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act or otherwise made avail-
able for fiscal year 2015 for the Department
of Defense may be obligated or expended to
make significant changes to retire, prepare
to retire, or place in storage U-2 aircraft.
SEC. 133. PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF

FUNDS FOR RETIREMENT OF A-10
AIRCRAFT.

(a) PROHIBITION ON RETIREMENT.—None of
the funds authorized to be appropriated by
this Act or otherwise made available for fis-
cal year 2015 for the Air Force may be obli-
gated or expended to retire, prepare to re-
tire, or place in storage any A-10 aircraft,
except for such aircraft the Secretary of the
Air Force, as of April 9, 2013, planned to re-
tire.

(b) LIMITATION ON MANNING LEVELS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided under
paragraph (2), none of the funds authorized
to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2015 for the Air
Force may be obligated or expended to make
significant changes to manning levels with
respect to any A-10 aircraft squadrons.

(2) EXCEPTION.—

(A) BACK UP FLYING STATUS.—The Sec-
retary of Defense may authorize the Sec-
retary of the Air Force to move up to 36 A-
10 aircraft in the active component to
backup flying status, and make conforming
personnel adjustments, for the duration of
fiscal year 2015 if—

(i) on or before the date that is 45 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense submits to the con-
gressional defense committees the certifi-
cation described in subparagraph (B); and

(ii) a period of 30 days has elapsed fol-
lowing the date of such submittal.

(B) CERTIFICATION.—A certification de-
scribed in this subparagraph is a certifi-
cation that the Secretary of Defense has—

(i) received the results of the independent
assessment under subsection (¢) by the Di-
rector of Cost Assessment and Program
Evaluation regarding alternative ways to
provide manpower during fiscal year 2015 to
maintain the fighter fleet of the Air Force
and to field F-35 aircraft; and

(ii) determined, after giving consideration
to such assessment, that an action to move
A-10 aircraft under subparagraph (A) is re-
quired to avoid—

(I) significantly degrading the readiness of
the fighter fleet of the Air Force; or

(IT) significantly delaying the planned
fielding of F-35 aircraft.

(c) INDEPENDENT ASSESSMENT.—Not later
than 30 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act, the Director of Cost Assessment
and Program Evaluation shall conduct an
independent assessment of alternative ways
to provide manpower during fiscal year 2015
to maintain the fighter fleet of the Air Force
and to field F-35 aircraft. In conducting such
assessment, the Director shall give consider-
ation to the implementation approaches pro-
posed by the Air Force and to other alter-
natives, including the retirement of other
aircraft and the use of civilian or contractor
maintainers on an interim basis for A-10 air-
craft, F-35 aircraft, or other aircraft.

(d) COMPTROLLER GENERAL STUDY.—

(1) STuDY.—The Comptroller General of the
United States shall conduct an independent
study of the platforms used to conduct the
close air support mission in light of the rec-
ommendation of the Air Force to retire the
A-10 fleet.

(2) REPORT.—Not later than March 30, 2015,
the Comptroller General shall brief the con-
gressional defense committees on the pre-
liminary findings of the study under para-
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graph (1), with a report to follow as soon as

practicable, that includes an assessment of—

(A) the alternatives considered by the Air
Force that led to the recommendation to re-
tire the A-10 fleet, including the relative
costs, benefits, and assumptions associated
with the alternatives to such retirement;

(B) any capability gaps in close air support
that would be created by such retirement
and to what extent the Department of De-
fense has plans to address such capability
gaps; and

(C) any capability gaps in air superiority
or global strike that could be created by the
added cost to the Air Force of retaining the
A-10 fleet.

SEC. 134. PROHIBITION ON CANCELLATION OR
MODIFICATION OF AVIONICS MOD-
ERNIZATION PROGRAM FOR C-130
AIRCRAFT.

(a) PROHIBITION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2015 for
the Air Force may be used to—

(A) take any action to cancel or modify the
avionics modernization program of record
for C-130 aircraft; or

(B) except as provided by paragraph (2),
initiate an alternative communication, navi-
gation, surveillance, and air traffic manage-
ment program for C-130 aircraft that is de-
signed or intended to replace the avionics
modernization program described in subpara-
graph (A).

(2) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary of Defense
may waive the prohibition in paragraph
(1)(B) if the Secretary certifies to the con-
gressional defense committees that the pro-
gram described in such subparagraph is re-
quired to operate C-130 aircraft in airspace
controlled by the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration or airspace controlled by the govern-
ment of a foreign country.

(b) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2015 for oper-
ation and maintenance for the Office of the
Secretary of the Air Force, not more than 85
percent may be obligated or expended until a
period of 15 days has elapsed following the
date on which the Secretary of the Air Force
certifies to the congressional defense com-
mittees that the Secretary has obligated the
funds authorized to be appropriated or other-
wise made available for fiscal years prior to
fiscal year 2015 for the avionics moderniza-
tion program of record for C-130 aircraft.
SEC. 135. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF

FUNDS FOR RETIREMENT OF AIR
FORCE AIRCRAFT.

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2015 for
the Air Force may be obligated or expended
to retire, prepare to retire, or place in stor-
age any aircraft of the Air Force, except for
such aircraft the Secretary of the Air Force
planned to retire as of April 9, 2013, until a
period of 60 days has elapsed following the
date on which the Secretary submits the re-
port under subsection (b)(1).

(b) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall sub-
mit to the congressional defense committees
a report on the appropriate contributions of
the regular Air Force, the Air National
Guard, and the Air Force Reserve to the
total force structure of the Air Force.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report under paragraph
(1) shall include the following:

(A) A separate presentation of mix of
forces for each mission and aircraft platform
of the Air Force.

(B) An analysis and recommendations for
not less than 80 percent of the missions and
aircraft platforms described in subparagraph
(A).
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136. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR RETIREMENT OF E-3
AIRBORNE WARNING AND CONTROL
SYSTEM AIRCRAFT.

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2015 for
the Department of Defense may be obligated
or expended to make significant changes to
manning levels with respect to any E-3 air-
borne warning and control systems aircraft,
or to retire, prepare to retire, or place in
storage any such aircraft.

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed to limit or
otherwise affect the requirement to main-
tain the operational capability of the E-3
airborne warning and control system air-
craft.
SEC.

SEC.

137. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR DIVESTMENT OR TRANS-
FER OF KC-10 ATRCRAFT.

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2015 for
the Air Force may be obligated or expended
to transfer, divest, or prepare to divest any
KC-10 aircraft until a period of 60 days has
elapsed following the date on which the Sec-
retary of Defense submits to the congres-
sional defense committees an assessment of
the costs and benefits of the proposed divest-
ment or transfer.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The assessment referred to
in subsection (a) shall include, at a min-
imum, the following elements:

(1) A five-year plan for the force structure
laydown of all tanker aircraft.

(2) Current and future air refueling and
cargo transportation requirements, broken
down by aircraft, needed to meet the global
reach and global power objectives of the De-
partment of Defense, including how such ob-
jectives relate to supporting the 2012 Defense
Strategic Guidance.

(3) An operational risk assessment and
mitigation strategy that evaluates the abil-
ity of the military to meet the requirements
and objectives stipulated in the Guidance for
Employment of the Force of the Department
of Defense, the Joint Strategic Capabilities
Plan, and all steady-state rotational and
warfighting surge contingency operational
planning documents of the commanders of
the geographical combatant commands.

SEC. 138. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR TRANSFER OF AIR
FORCE C-130H AND C-130J AIR-
CRAFT.

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2015 for
the Air Force may be obligated or expended
to transfer from one facility of the Depart-
ment of Defense to another any C-130H or C-
130J aircraft until a period of 60 days has
elapsed following the date on which the Sec-
retary of the Air Force submits to the con-
gressional defense committees an assessment
of the costs and benefits of the proposed
transfer.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The assessment referred to
in subsection (a) shall include, at a min-
imum, the following elements:

(1) A five-year plan for the force structure
laydown of C-130H2, C-130H3, and C-130J air-
craft.

(2) An identification of how such plan devi-
ates from the total force structure proposal
of the Secretary described in section 1059(a)
of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239; 126
Stat. 1939).

(3) An explanation of why such plan devi-
ates, if in any detail, from such proposal.

(4) An assessment of the national security
benefits and any other expected benefits of
the proposed transfers under subsection (a),
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including benefits for the facilities expected
to receive the transferred aircraft.

(5) An assessment of the costs of the pro-
posed transfers, including the impact of the
proposed transfers on the facilities from
which the aircraft will be transferred.

(6) An analysis of the recommended basing
alignment that demonstrates that the rec-
ommendation is the most effective and effi-
cient alternative for such basing alignment.

(7) For units equipped with special capa-
bilities, including the modular airborne fire-
fighting system capability, a certification
that missions using such capabilities will
not be negatively affected by the proposed
transfers.

(c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT.—Not
later than 60 days after the date on which
the Secretary submits the report required
under subsection (a), the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a suffi-
ciency review of such report, including any
findings and recommendations relating to
such review.

SEC. 139. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR TRANSFER OF AIR
FORCE KC-135 TANKERS.

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2015 for
the Air Force may be obligated or expended
to transfer from Joint Base Pearl Harbor-
Hickam to another facility of the Depart-
ment of Defense any KC-135 aircraft until a
period of 60 days has elapsed following the
date on which the Secretary of the Air Force
submits to the congressional defense com-
mittees an assessment of the costs and bene-
fits of the proposed transfer.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The assessment referred to
in subsection (a) shall include, at a min-
imum, the following elements:

(1) A recommended basing alignment of
Joint Base Pearl Harbor-Hickam KC-135 air-
craft.

(2) An identification of how, and an expla-
nation of why, such recommended basing
alignment deviates, if in any detail, from the
current basing plan.

(3) An assessment of the national security
benefits and any other expected benefits of
the proposed transfer under subsection (a),
including benefits for the facilities expected
to receive the transferred aircraft.

(4) An assessment of the costs of the pro-
posed transfer, including the impact of the
proposed transfer on the facilities from
which the aircraft will be transferred.

(5) An analysis of the recommended basing
alignment that demonstrates that the rec-
ommendation is the most effective and effi-
cient alternative for such basing alignment.
SEC. 140. REPORT ON C-130 AIRCRAFT.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of the Air Force shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port including a complete analysis and field-
ing plan for C-130 aircraft.

(b) CONTENT.—The fielding plan submitted
under subsection (a) shall include specific de-
tails of the plan of the Secretary to maintain
intra-theater airlift capacity and capability
within both the active and reserve compo-
nents, including the modernization and re-
capitalization plan for C-130H and C-130J air-
craft.

SEC. 141. REPORT ON STATUS OF F-16 AIRCRAFT.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
the Air Force shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report on the
status and location, and any plans to change
during the period of the future-years defense
program the status or locations, of all F-16
aircraft in the inventory of the Air Force.
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SEC. 142. REPORT ON OPTIONS TO MODERNIZE
OR REPLACE T-1A ATRCRAFT.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of the Air Force shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port on options for the modernization or re-
placement of the T-1A aircraft capability.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report under sub-
section (a) shall include the following:

(1) A description of options for—

(A) new procurement;

(B) conducting a service life extension pro-
gram on existing aircraft;

(C) replacing organic aircraft with leased
aircraft or services for the longer term; and

(D) replacing organic aircraft with leased
aircraft or services while the Secretary exe-
cutes a new procurement or service life ex-
tension program.

(2) An evaluation of the ability of each al-
ternative to meet future training require-
ments.

(3) Estimates of life cycle costs.

(4) A description of potential cost savings
from merging a T-1A capability replacement
program with other programs of the Air
Force, such as the Companion Trainer Pro-
gram.

SEC. 143. REPORT ON STATUS OF AIR-LAUNCHED
CRUISE MISSILE CAPABILITIES.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the
lowing:

(1) The capability provided by the nuclear-
capable, air-launched cruise missile is crit-
ical to maintaining a credible and effective
air-delivery leg of the nuclear triad, pre-
serving the ability to respond to geopolitical
and technical surprise, and reassuring allies
of the United States through credible ex-
tended deterrence.

(2) In the fiscal year 2015 budget request of
the Air Force, the Secretary of the Air Force
delayed development of the long-range
standoff weapon, the follow-on for the air-
launched cruise missile, by three years.

(3) The Secretary plans to sustain the cur-
rent air-launched cruise missile, known as
the AGM-86, until approximately 2030, with
multiple service life-extension programs re-
quired to preserve but not enhance the exist-
ing capabilities of the air-launched cruise
missile.

(4) The AGM-86 was initially developed in
the 1970s and deployed in the 1980s.

(5) The average age of the inventory of air-
launched cruise missiles is more than 30
years old.

(6) The operating environment, particu-
larly the sophistication of integrated air de-
fenses, has evolved substantially since the
inception of the air-launched cruise missile.

(7) The AGM-86 is no longer in production
and the inventory of spare bodies for re-
quired annual testing continues to diminish,
posing serious challenges for long-term
sustainment.

(b) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the Air Force, in coordina-
tion with the Commander of the United
States Strategic Command, shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port on the status of the current air-
launched cruise missile and the development
of the follow-on system, the long-range
standoff weapon, in accordance with section
217 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66;
127 Stat. 706).

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report under paragraph
(1) shall include the following:

(A) An assessment of the effectiveness and
survivability of the air-launched cruise mis-
sile through 2030, including the impact of
any degradation on the ability of the United
States Strategic Command to meet deter-
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rence requirements, including the number of
targets held at risk by the air-launched
cruise missile or the burdens placed on other
legs of the nuclear triad.

(B) A description of age-related failure
trends, an assessment of potential age-re-
lated fleet-wide reliability and
supportability problems, and the estimated
costs for sustaining the air-launched cruise
missile.

(C) A detailed plan, including initial cost
estimates, for the development and deploy-
ment of the follow-on system that will
achieve initial operational capability before
2030.

(D) An assessment of the feasibility and
advisability of alternative development
strategies, including initial cost estimates,
that would achieve full operational capa-
bility before 2030.

(E) An assessment of current testing re-
quirements and the availability of test bod-
ies to sustain the air-launched cruise missile
over the long term.

(F) A description of the extent to which
the airframe and other related components
can be completed independent of the pay-
load, as determined by the Nuclear Weapons
Council established by section 179 of title 10,
United States Code.

(G) A statement of the risks assumed by
not fielding an operational replacement for
the existing air-launched cruise missile by
2030.

(3) FOrRM.—The report required under para-
graph (1) shall be submitted in classified
form, but may include an unclassified sum-
mary.

Subtitle E—Defense-wide, Joint, and

Multiservice Matters
ADDITIONAL OVERSIGHT REQUIRE-
MENTS FOR THE UNDERSEA MOBIL-
ITY ACQUISITION PROGRAM OF THE
UNITED STATES SPECIAL OPER-
ATIONS COMMAND.

Section 144 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public
Law 112-81; 125 Stat. 1325) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or the
Joint Capabilities Integration and Develop-
ment system’’ before the semicolon; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘, or
other comparable and qualified entity se-
lected by the Director’ before the semicolon;

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (d); and

(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing new subsection (c):

“(¢) TECHNOLOGY ROADMAP.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commander shall
develop a plan consisting of a technology
roadmap for undersea mobility capabilities
that includes the following:

““(A) A description of the current capabili-
ties provided by covered elements as of the
date of the plan.

‘“(B) An identification and description of
the requirements of the Commander for fu-
ture undersea mobility platforms.

‘“(C) An identification of resources nec-
essary to fulfill the requirements identified
in subparagraph (B).

‘(D) A description of the technology readi-
ness levels of any covered element currently
under development as of the date of the plan.

‘“(E) An identification of any potential
gaps or projected shortfall in capability,
along with steps to mitigate any such gap or
shortfall.

‘“(F) Any other matters the Commander
determines appropriate.

‘(2) SUBMISSION.—The Commander shall
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees the plan under paragraph (1) at the same
time as the Under Secretary submits the
first report under subsection (a)(2) following
the date of the enactment of the Carl Levin

SEC. 151.
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and Howard P. ‘Buck’ McKeon National De-

fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year

2015.”°.

SEC. 152. PLAN FOR MODERNIZATION OR RE-
PLACEMENT OF DIGITAL AVIONIC
EQUIPMENT.

(a) PLAN REQUIRED.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a plan for
the potential modernization or replacement
of digital avionics equipment, including use
of commercial-off-the-shelf digital avionics
equipment, to meet the equipment require-
ments under the Next Generation Air Trans-
portation System of the Federal Aviation
Administration.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The plan required under
subsection (a) shall include the following:

(1) A description of the requirements im-
posed on aircraft of the Department of De-
fense by the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion transition to the equipment require-
ments described in subsection (a), includ-
ing—

(A) an identification of the type and num-
ber of aircraft that the Secretary will need
to upgrade;

(B) a definition of the upgrades needed for
such aircraft; and

(C) the schedule required for the Secretary
to make such upgrades in time to meet such
requirements.

(2) A description of options for—

(A) acquiring new equipment, including—

(i) new procurement; and

(ii) leasing equipment and installation and
other services, including the use of public-
private partnerships; and

(B) modernizing existing equipment.

(3) An evaluation of the ability of each op-
tion to meet future operational requirements
and to meet the equipment requirements de-
scribed in subsection (a).

(4) An estimated timeline to modernize or
replace the digital avionics equipment in
each military department or other element
of the Department.

(5) The estimated costs of options to mod-
ernize or replace the avionics equipment in
each military department or other element
of the Department in order to meet such re-
quirements.

SEC. 153. COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT ON
F-35 AIRCRAFT ACQUISITION PRO-
GRAM.

(a) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than April
15, 2015, and each year thereafter until the F-
35 aircraft acquisition program enters into
full-rate production, the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a report
reviewing such program.

(b) MATTERS INCLUDED.—Each report under
subsection (a) shall include the following:

(1) The extent to which the F-35 aircraft
acquisition program is meeting cost, sched-
ule, and performance goals.

(2) The progress and results of develop-
mental and operational testing.

(3) The progress of the procurement and
manufacturing of F-35 aircraft.

(4) An assessment of any plans or efforts of
the Secretary of Defense to improve the effi-
ciency of the procurement and manufac-
turing of F-35 aircraft.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,

TEST, AND EVALUATION
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 201. Authorization of Appropriations.
Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations

Sec. 211. Modification of authority for prizes

for advanced technology
achievements.
Sec. 212. Modification of Manufacturing

Technology Program.
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Sec. 213. Revision of requirement for acqui-
sition programs to maintain de-
fense research facility records.

Treatment by Department of De-
fense Test Resource Manage-
ment Center of significant
modifications to test and eval-
uation facilities and resources.

Revision to the service require-
ment under the Science, Mathe-
matics, and Research for Trans-
formation Defense Education
Program.

Limitation on availability of funds
for armored multi-purpose vehi-
cle program.

Limitation on availability of funds
for unmanned carrier-launched
airborne surveillance and strike
system.

Limitation on availability of funds
for airborne reconnaissance
systems.

Limitation on availability of funds
for retirement of Joint Surveil-
lance and Target Attack Radar
Systems aircraft.

Subtitle C—Reports

Reduction in frequency of reporting
by Deputy Assistant Secretary
of Defense for Systems Engi-
neering.

Independent assessment of inter-
agency biodefense research and
development.

Briefing on modeling and simula-
tion technological and indus-
trial base in support of require-
ments of Department of De-
fense.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

Modification to requirement for
contractor cost sharing in pilot
program to include technology
protection features during re-
search and development of cer-
tain defense systems.

Pilot program on assignment to
Defense Advanced Research
Projects Agency of private sec-
tor personnel with critical re-
search and development exper-
tise.

Pilot program on enhancement of
preparation of dependents of
members of Armed Forces for
careers in science, technology,
engineering, and mathematics.

Sense of Congress on helicopter
health and usage monitoring
system of the Army.

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2015 for the use of the
Department of Defense for research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation as specified in the
funding table in section 4201.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations
SEC. 211. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY FOR
PRIZES FOR ADVANCED TECH-
NOLOGY ACHIEVEMENTS.

(a) MODIFICATION OF LIMIT ON AMOUNT OF
AWARDS.—Subsection (c)(1) of section 2374a
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by
striking ‘“The total amount’ and all that
follows through the period at the end and in-
serting the following: ‘‘No prize competition
may result in the award of a cash prize of
more than $10,000,000.".

(b) ACCEPTANCE OF FUNDS.—Such section is
further amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (e) and (f)
as subsections (f) and (g), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing new subsection (e):

Sec. 214.

Sec. 215.

Sec. 216.

Sec. 217.

Sec. 218.

Sec. 219.

Sec. 221.

Sec. 222.

Sec. 223.

Sec. 231.

Sec. 232.

Sec. 233.

Sec. 234.
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‘‘(e) ACCEPTANCE OF FUNDS.—In addition to
such sums as may be appropriated or other-
wise made available to the Secretary to
award prizes under this section, the Sec-
retary may accept funds from other depart-
ments and agencies of the Federal Govern-
ment, and from State and local governments,
to award prizes under this section.”.

(¢) FREQUENCY OF REPORTING.—Subsection
(f) of such section, as redesignated by sub-
section (b)(1) of this section, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking ‘‘each year’ and inserting
‘“‘every other year’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘fiscal year’ and inserting
““two fiscal years’’;

(2) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘a fis-
cal year’” and inserting ‘‘a period of two fis-
cal years’’; and

(3) in the subsection heading, by striking
“ANNUAL” and inserting ‘‘BIENNIAL’.

SEC. 212. MODIFICATION OF MANUFACTURING
TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM.

(a) MODIFICATION OF JOINT DEFENSE MANU-
FACTURING TECHNOLOGY PANEL REPORTING
REQUIREMENT.—Subsection (e)(5) of section
2521 of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘the Assistant Secretary of
Defense for Research and Engineering’” and
inserting ‘‘one or more individuals des-
ignated by the Under Secretary of Defense
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics
for purposes of this paragraph”.

(b) DECREASED FREQUENCY OF UPDATE OF
FIVE-YEAR STRATEGIC PLAN.—Subsection
(f)(3) of such section is amended by striking
‘“‘on a biennial basis’ and inserting ‘‘not less
frequently than once every four years’.

SEC. 213. REVISION OF REQUIREMENT FOR AC-
QUISITION PROGRAMS TO MAINTAIN
DEFENSE RESEARCH FACILITY
RECORDS.

Section 2364 of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (4)—

(i) by inserting ‘‘and issue’ after ‘‘tech-
nology position’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘combatant commands’
and inserting ‘‘components of the Depart-
ment of Defense’’; and

(B) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘any posi-
tion paper’ and all that follows through the
period and inserting the following: ‘‘any
technological assessment made by a Defense
research facility shall be provided to the De-
fense Technical Information Center reposi-
tory to support acquisition decisions.”’; and

(2) in subsection (¢)—

(A) by striking ‘‘this section:”” and all that
follows through ‘(1) The term”’ and inserting
‘‘this section, the term”’;

(B) by striking paragraph (2); and

(C) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and
(B) as paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively,
and moving such paragraphs, as so redesig-
nated, 2 ems to the left.

SEC. 214. TREATMENT BY DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE TEST RESOURCE MANAGE-
MENT CENTER OF SIGNIFICANT
MODIFICATIONS TO TEST AND EVAL-
UATION FACILITIES AND RE-
SOURCES.

(a) REVIEW OF PROPOSED CHANGES.—Sub-
section (c)(1)(B) of section 196 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after ‘‘Base’ the following: ‘‘, including with
respect to the expansion, divestment, con-
solidation, or curtailment of activities,”.

(b) ELEMENTS OF STRATEGIC PLANS.—Sub-
section (d)(2) of such section is amended—

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (E) and
(F) as subparagraph (F) and (G), respectively;
and

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the
following new subparagraph:

‘“(BE) An assessment of plans and business
case analyses supporting any significant
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modification of the test and evaluation fa-
cilities and resources of the Department pro-
jected, proposed, or recommended by the
Secretary of a military department or the
head of a Defense Agency for such period, in-
cluding with respect to the expansion, di-
vestment, consolidation, or curtailment of
activities.”.

(¢) CERTIFICATION OF BUDGETS.—Subsection
(e)(1) of such section is amended by inserting
“‘and for the period covered by the future-
years defense program submitted to Congress
under section 221 of this title for that fiscal
year’ after ‘‘activities for a fiscal year’.

(d) ASSESSMENT OF PLANS FOR FACILITIES.—
Such section is further amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (f), (g), and
(h) as subsections (g), (h), and (i), respec-
tively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing new subsection (f):

“(f) APPROVAL OF CERTAIN MODIFICA-
TIONS.—(1) The Secretary of a military de-
partment or the head of a Defense Agency
with test and evaluation responsibilities
may not implement a projected, proposed, or
recommended significant modification of the
test and evaluation facilities and resources
of the Department, including with respect to
the expansion, divestment, consolidation, or
curtailment of activities, until—

‘‘(A) the Secretary or the head, as the case
may be, submits to the Director a business
case analysis for such modification; and

‘““(B) the Director reviews such analysis
and approves such modification.

‘(2) The Director shall submit to the Sec-
retary of Defense an annual report con-
taining the comments of the Director with
respect to each business case analysis re-
viewed under paragraph (1)(B) during the
year covered by the report.”.

SEC. 215. REVISION TO THE SERVICE REQUIRE-
MENT UNDER THE SCIENCE, MATHE-
MATICS, AND RESEARCH FOR
TRANSFORMATION DEFENSE EDU-
CATION PROGRAM.

Subparagraph (B) of section 2192a(c)(1) of
title 10, United States Code, is amended to
read as follows:

‘“(B) in the case of a person not an em-
ployee of the Department of Defense, the
person shall enter into a written agreement
to accept and continue employment for the
period of obligated service determined under
paragraph (2)—

‘(i) with the Department; or

‘(ii) with a public or private entity or or-
ganization outside of the Department if the
Secretary—

“(I) is unable to find an appropriate posi-
tion for the person within the Department;
and

“(IT) determines that employment of the
person with such entity or organization for
the purpose of such obligated service would
provide a benefit to the Department.”.

SEC. 216. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR ARMORED MULTI-PUR-
POSE VEHICLE PROGRAM.

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2015 for re-
search, development, test, and evaluation,
Army, for the armored multi-purpose vehicle
program, not more than 80 percent may be
obligated or expended until the date on
which the Secretary of the Army submits to
the congressional defense committees the re-
port under subsection (b)(1).

(b) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 1,
2015, the Secretary of the Army shall submit
to the congressional defense committees a
report on the armored multi-purpose vehicle
program.

(2) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The report under
paragraph (1) shall include the following:
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(A) An identification of the existing capa-
bility gaps of the M-113 family of vehicles as-
signed, as of the date of the report, to units
outside of combat brigades.

(B) An identification of the mission roles
that are in common between—

(i) such vehicles assigned to units outside
of combat brigades; and

(ii) the vehicles examined in the armor bri-
gade combat team during the armored multi-
purpose vehicle analysis of alternatives.

(C) The estimated timeline and the rough
order of magnitude of funding requirements
associated with complete M-113 family of ve-
hicles divestiture within the units outside of
combat brigades and the risk associated with
delaying the replacement of such vehicles.

(D) A description of the requirements for
force protection, mobility, and size, weight,
power, and cooling capacity for the mission
roles of M-113 family of vehicles assigned to
units outside of combat brigades.

(E) A discussion of the mission roles of the
M-113 family of vehicles assigned to units
outside of combat brigades that are com-
parable to the mission roles of the M-113
family of vehicles assigned to armor brigade
combat teams.

(F) A discussion of whether a one-for-one
replacement of the M-113 family of vehicles
assigned to units outside of combat brigades
is likely.

(G) With respect to mission roles, a discus-
sion of any substantive distinctions that
exist in the capabilities of the M-113 family
of vehicles that are needed based on the level
of the unit to which the vehicle is assigned
(not including combat brigades).

(H) A discussion of the relative priority of
fielding among the mission roles.

(I) An assessment for the feasibility of in-
corporating medical wheeled variants within
the armor brigade combat teams.

SEC. 217. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR UNMANNED CARRIER-
LAUNCHED AIRBORNE SURVEIL-
LANCE AND STRIKE SYSTEM.

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2015 for
research, development, test, and evaluation,
Navy, for the unmanned carrier-launched
airborne surveillance and strike system may
be obligated or expended to award a contract
for air vehicle segment development until a
period of 15 days has elapsed following the
date on which the Secretary of Defense sub-
mits to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report that—

(1) certifies that a review of the require-
ments for air vehicle segments of the un-
manned carrier-launched surveillance and
strike system is complete; and

(2) includes the results of such review.

(b) ADDITIONAL REPORT.—At the same time
that the President submits to Congress the
budget for fiscal year 2017 under section
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, the
Secretary of the Navy shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a report
that—

(1) identifies the cost and performance
trade-offs that the Navy made in arriving at
the set of requirements for the air vehicle
segments of the unmanned carrier-launched
surveillance and strike system, including
with respect to strike capability in an anti-
access or area denial environment;

(2) addresses the derivation of require-
ments for the overall composition of the fu-
ture carrier air wing, including any con-
tribution made to the intelligence, surveil-
lance, and reconnaissance capabilities of car-
rier strike groups from non-carrier air wing
forces, such as the MQ-4C Triton;

(3) specifies how the Navy derived the plan
for achieving the best mix of capabilities for
the carrier strike group air wing to conduct
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representative joint intelligence, surveil-
lance, and reconnaissance strike campaigns
in the 2030 timeframe, including how the un-
manned carrier-launched surveillance and
strike system, F-35C aircraft, EA-18G air-
craft, and the aircraft that is proposed to re-
place the F/A-18E/F (FA-XX) would con-
tribute to the overall capability, including
in an anti-access or area denial threat envi-
ronment;

(4) defines the acquisition strategy for the
unmanned carrier-launched surveillance and
strike system program and justifies any
changes in such strategy from an acquisition
strategy for a traditional program that is
consistent with Department of Defense In-
struction 5000.02; and

(5) establishes a formal acquisition pro-
gram cost and schedule baseline to allow the
Navy to track unit costs and provide regular
reports to Congress on cost, schedule, and
performance progress.

SEC. 218. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR AIRBORNE RECONNAIS-
SANCE SYSTEMS.

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2015 for re-
search, development, test, and evaluation,
Air Force, for imaging and targeting support
of airborne reconnaissance systems, not
more than 25 percent may be obligated or ex-
pended until the date on which the Secretary
of the Air Force submits to the appropriate
congressional committees—

(1) a plan regarding using such funds for
such purpose during fiscal year 2015; and

(2) a strategic plan for the funding of ad-
vanced airborne reconnaissance technologies
supporting manned and unmanned systems.

(b) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—In this section, the term
‘‘appropriate congressional committees”
means—

(1) the congressional defense committees;
and

(2) the Permanent Select Committee on In-
telligence of the House of Representatives
and the Select Committee on Intelligence of
the Senate.

SEC. 219. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR RETIREMENT OF JOINT
SURVEILLANCE AND TARGET AT-
TACK RADAR SYSTEMS AIRCRAFT.

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2015 for
the Air Force may be used to make any sig-
nificant changes to manning levels with re-
spect to any operational Joint Surveillance
and Target Attack Radar Systems aircraft
or take any action to retire or to prepare to
retire such aircraft until the date that is 30
days after the date on which the Secretary of
the Air Force submits to the congressional
defense committees the report required by
subsection (b).

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port that includes the following:

(1) An update of the results of the analysis
of alternatives for recapitalizing the current
Joint Surveillance and Target Attack Radar
Systems capability.

(2) An assessment of the cost and schedule
of developing and fielding a new aircraft and
radar system to replace the current Joint
Surveillance and Target Attack Radar Sys-
tems aircraft that would deliver two replace-
ment aircraft to the Joint Surveillance and
Target Attack Radar Systems aircraft oper-
ating base by fiscal year 2019.

Subtitle C—Reports

SEC. 221. REDUCTION IN FREQUENCY OF RE-
PORTING BY DEPUTY ASSISTANT
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR SYS-
TEMS ENGINEERING.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 139b(d) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—
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(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2)
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively;

(2) in paragraph (3), as so redesignated, by
striking “IN GENERAL.—” and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘Each report’” and inserting
“CONTENTS.— Each report submitted under
paragraph (1) or (2)°’;

(3) by inserting before paragraph (3), as so
redesignated, the following new paragraphs
(1) and (2):

‘(1) ANNUAL REPORT BY DEPUTY ASSISTANT
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR DEVELOPMENTAL
TEST AND EVALUATION.—Not later than March
31 of each year, the Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary of Defense for Developmental Test
and Evaluation shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report on the
activities undertaken pursuant to subsection
(a) during the preceding year.

¢“(2) BIENNIAL REPORT BY DEPUTY ASSISTANT
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR SYSTEMS ENGI-
NEERING.—Not later than March 31 of every
other year, the Deputy Assistant Secretary
of Defense for Systems Engineering shall
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report on the activities undertaken
pursuant to subsection (b) during the pre-
ceding two-year period.’’; and

(4) in the subsection heading, by striking
“ANNUAL REPORT” and inserting ‘‘ANNUAL
AND BIENNIAL REPORTS’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect on the
date of the enactment of this Act and the
first report submitted under paragraph (2) of
section 139b(d) of such title, as added by sub-
section (a)(3), shall be submitted not later
than March 31, 2015.

SEC. 222. INDEPENDENT ASSESSMENT OF INTER-
AGENCY BIODEFENSE RESEARCH
AND DEVELOPMENT.

(a) INDEPENDENT ASSESSMENT REQUIRED.—
The Secretary of Defense shall enter into a
contract with an entity that is not part of
the Department of Defense to conduct an as-
sessment of biodefense research and develop-
ment activities at the National Interagency
Biodefense Campus.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The assessment conducted
under subsection (a) shall include the fol-
lowing:

(1) Identification and assessment of such
legal, regulatory, management, and practice
barriers as may reduce the effectiveness and
efficiency of organizations on the Campus to
perform designated missions, including such
barriers as may exist with respect to the fol-
lowing:

(A) Sharing of funds for intramural and ex-
tramural research and other activities—

(i) within and between the Defense Agen-
cies and the military departments;

(ii) between the Department of Defense and
other Federal agencies; and

(iii) between the Department of Defense
and the private sector.

(B) Sharing in efforts related to the con-
struction, modernization, and maintenance
of research facilities—

(i) within and between the Defense Agen-
cies and the military departments;

(ii) between the Department of Defense and
other Federal agencies; and

(iii) between the Department of Defense
and the private sector.

(C) Exchange and mobility of personnel—

(i) within and between the Defense Agen-
cies and the military departments;

(ii) between the Department of Defense and
other Federal agencies; and

(iii) between the Department of Defense
and the private sector.

(D) Technology transfer and transition—

(i) within and between the Defense Agen-
cies and the military departments;

(ii) between the Department of Defense and
other Federal agencies; and
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(iii) between the Department of Defense
and the private sector.

(2) Formulation of recommendations for
such legal, regulatory, management, and
practices as may support attempts to over-
come the barriers identified under paragraph
Q).

(c) COORDINATION.—The assessment con-
ducted under subsection (a) shall be con-
ducted in coordination with the following:

(1) The Secretary of Homeland Security.

(2) The Secretary of Health and Human
Services.

(3) Such other private and public sector or-
ganizations as the Secretary considers ap-
propriate.

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 540 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees the findings
of the entity that conducted the assessment
under subsection (a) with respect to such as-
sessment.

(e) DEFENSE AGENCY DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘Defense Agency’’ has the
meaning given such term in section 101 of
title 10, United States Code.

SEC. 223. BRIEFING ON MODELING AND SIMULA-
TION TECHNOLOGICAL AND INDUS-
TRIAL BASE IN SUPPORT OF RE-
QUIREMENTS OF DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Acquisition, Tech-
nology, and Logistics shall provide to the
Committees on Armed Services of the House
of Representatives and the Senate a briefing
that provides—

(1) an update to the assessment, findings,
and recommendations in the report sub-
mitted under section 1059 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010
(Public Law 111-84; 123 Stat. 2465); and

(2) the status of implementing any such
recommendations.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

SEC. 231. MODIFICATION TO REQUIREMENT FOR
CONTRACTOR COST SHARING IN
PILOT PROGRAM TO INCLUDE TECH-
NOLOGY PROTECTION FEATURES
DURING RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-
MENT OF CERTAIN DEFENSE SYS-
TEMS.

Section 243(b) of the Ike Skelton National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2011 (Public Law 111-383; 10 U.S.C. 2358 note)
is amended in the matter following para-
graph (2)—

(1) by striking ‘“‘at least one-half” and in-
serting ‘‘half’’; and

(2) by inserting ‘‘, or such other portion of
such cost as the Secretary considers appro-
priate upon showing of good cause’” after
‘“‘such activities”.

SEC. 232. PILOT PROGRAM ON ASSIGNMENT TO
DEFENSE ADVANCED RESEARCH
PROJECTS AGENCY OF PRIVATE
SECTOR PERSONNEL WITH CRIT-
ICAL RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-
MENT EXPERTISE.

(a) PILOT PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—In ac-
cordance with the provisions of this section,
the Director of the Defense Advanced Re-
search Projects Agency may carry out a
pilot program to assess the feasibility and
advisability of temporarily assigning cov-
ered individuals with significant technical
expertise in research and development areas
of critical importance to defense missions to
the Defense Advanced Research Projects
Agency to lead research or development
projects of the Agency.

(b) ASSIGNMENT OF COVERED INDIVIDUALS.—

(1) NUMBER OF INDIVIDUALS ASSIGNED.—
Under the pilot program, the Director may
assign covered individuals to the Agency as
described in subsection (a), but may not have
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more than five covered individuals so as-
signed at any given time.

(2) PERIOD OF ASSIGNMENT.—

(A) Except as provided in subparagraph (B),
the Director may, under the pilot program,
assign a covered individual described in sub-
section (a) to lead research and development
projects of the Agency for a period of not
more than two years.

(B) The Director may extend the assign-
ment of a covered individual for one addi-
tional period of not more than two years as
the Director considers appropriate.

(3) APPLICATION OF CERTAIN PROVISIONS OF
LAW.—

(A) Except as otherwise provided in this
section, the Director shall carry out the
pilot program in accordance with the provi-
sions of subchapter VI of chapter 33 of title
5, United States Code, except that, for pur-
poses of the pilot program, the term ‘‘other
organization’, as used in such subchapter,
shall be deemed to include a covered entity.

(B) A covered individual employed by a
covered entity who is assigned to the Agency
under the pilot program is deemed to be an
employee of the Department of Defense for
purposes of the following provisions of law:

(i) Chapter 73 of title 5, United States
Code.

(ii) Sections 201, 203, 205, 207, 208, 209, 603,
606, 607, 643, 654, 1905, and 1913 of title 18,
United States Code.

(iii) Sections 1343, 1344, and 1349(b) of title
31, United States Code.

(iv) Chapter 171 of title 28, United States
Code (commonly known as the ‘‘Federal Tort
Claims Act”’), and any other Federal tort li-
ability statute.

(v) The Ethics in Government Act of 1978 (b
U.S.C. App.).

(vi) Section 1043 of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986.

(vii) Chapter 21 of title 41, United States
Code.

(4) PAY AND SUPERVISION.—A covered indi-
vidual employed by a covered entity who is
assigned to the Agency under the pilot pro-
gram—

(A) may continue to receive pay and bene-
fits from such covered entity with or with-
out reimbursement by the Agency;

(B) is not entitled to pay from the Agency;
and

(C) shall be subject to supervision by the
Director in all duties performed for the
Agency under the pilot program.

(¢) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.—

(1) PRACTICES AND PROCEDURES REQUIRED.—
The Director shall develop practices and pro-
cedures to manage conflicts of interest and
the appearance of conflicts of interest that
could arise through assignments under the
pilot program.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The practices and proce-
dures required by paragraph (1) shall include,
at a minimum, the requirement that each
covered individual assigned to the Agency
under the pilot program shall sign an agree-
ment that provides for the following:

(A) The nondisclosure of any trade secrets
or other nonpublic or proprietary informa-
tion which is of commercial value to the cov-
ered entity from which such covered indi-
vidual is assigned.

(B) The assignment of rights to intellec-
tual property developed in the course of any
research or development project under the
pilot program—

(i) to the Agency and its contracting part-
ners in accordance with applicable provi-
sions of law regarding intellectual property
rights; and

(ii) not to the covered individual or the
covered entity from which such covered indi-
vidual is assigned.
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(C) Such additional measures as the Direc-
tor considers necessary to carry out the pro-
gram in accordance with Federal law.

(d) PROHIBITION ON CHARGES BY COVERED
ENTITIES.—A covered entity may not charge
the Federal Government, as direct or indi-
rect costs under a Federal contract, the
costs of pay or benefits paid by the covered
entity to a covered individual assigned to
the Agency under the pilot program.

(e) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than the
first October 31 after the first fiscal year in
which the Director carries out the pilot pro-
gram and each October 31 thereafter that im-
mediately follows a fiscal year in which the
Director carries out the pilot program, the
Director shall submit to the congressional
defense committees a report on the activi-
ties carried out under the pilot program dur-
ing the most recently completed fiscal year.

(f) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au-
thority provided in this section shall expire
on September 30, 2025, except that any cov-
ered individual assigned to the Agency under
the pilot program shall continue in such as-
signment until the terms of such assignment
have been satisfied.

(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘covered individual” means
any individual who is employed by a covered
entity.

(2) The term ‘‘covered entity’” means any
non-Federal, nongovernmental entity that,
as of the date on which a covered individual
employed by the entity is assigned to the
Agency under the pilot program, is a non-
traditional defense contractor (as defined in
section 2302 of title 10, United States Code).
SEC. 233. PILOT PROGRAM ON ENHANCEMENT OF

PREPARATION OF DEPENDENTS OF
MEMBERS OF ARMED FORCES FOR
CAREERS IN SCIENCE, TECH-
NOLOGY, ENGINEERING, AND MATH-
EMATICS.

(a) PiLOT PROGRAM.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall carry out a pilot program to as-
sess the feasibility and advisability of—

(1) enhancing the preparation of covered
students for careers in science, technology,
engineering, and mathematics; and

(2) providing assistance to teachers at cov-
ered schools to enhance preparation de-
scribed in paragraph (1).

(b) COORDINATION.—In carrying out the
pilot program, the Secretary shall coordi-
nate with the following:

(1) The Secretaries of the military depart-
ments.

(2) The Secretary of Education.

(3) The National Science Foundation.

(4) The heads of such other Federal, State,
and local government and private sector or-
ganizations as the Secretary of Defense con-
siders appropriate.

(c) ACTIVITIES.—Activities under the pilot
program may include the following:

(1) Establishment of targeted internships
and cooperative research opportunities at de-
fense laboratories and other technical cen-
ters for covered students and teachers at
covered schools.

(2) Establishment of scholarships and fel-
lowships for covered students.

(3) Efforts and activities that improve the
quality of science, technology, engineering,
and mathematics educational and training
opportunities for covered students and
teachers at covered schools, including with
respect to improving the development of cur-
ricula at covered schools.

(4) Development of travel opportunities,
demonstrations, mentoring programs, and
informal science education for covered stu-
dents and teachers at covered schools.

(d) METRICS.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish outcome-based metrics and internal and
external assessments to evaluate the merits
and benefits of activities conducted under
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the pilot program with respect to the needs

of the Department of Defense.

(e) AUTHORITIES.—In carrying out the pilot
program, the Secretary shall, to the max-
imum extent practicable, make use of the
authorities under chapter 111 and sections
2601, 2605, and 2374a of title 10, United States
Code, section 219 of the Duncan Hunter Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2009 (10 U.S.C. 2358 note), and such
other authorities as the Secretary considers
appropriate.

(f) REPORT.—Not later than two years after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall submit to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives a report on activities car-
ried out under the pilot program.

(g) TERMINATION.—The pilot program shall
terminate on September 30, 2020.

(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘“‘covered schools’ means ele-
mentary or secondary schools at which the
Secretary determines a significant number
of dependents of members of the Armed
Forces are enrolled.

(2) The term ‘‘covered students’ means de-
pendents of members of the Armed Forces
who are enrolled at a covered school.

SEC. 234. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON HELICOPTER

HEALTH AND USAGE MONITORING
SYSTEM OF THE ARMY.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) a health and usage monitoring system
for current and future helicopter platforms
of the Army that provides early warning for
failing systems may reduce costly emer-
gency maintenance, improve maintenance
schedules, and increase fleet readiness; and

(2) the Secretary of the Army should—

(A) consider establishing health and usage
monitoring requirements; and

(B) after any decision to proceed with a
program of record for such system, use full
and open competition in accordance with the
Federal Acquisition Regulation.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 301. Authorization of appropriations.
Subtitle B—Energy and Environment

Sec. 311. Elimination of fiscal year limita-
tion on prohibition of payment
of fines and penalties from the
Environmental Restoration Ac-
count, Defense.

Method of funding for cooperative
agreements under the Sikes
Act.

Report on prohibition of disposal of
waste in open-air burn pits.
Business case analysis of any plan
to design, refurbish, or con-

struct a biofuel refinery.

Environmental restoration at
former Naval Air Station Chin-
coteague, Virginia.

Limitation on availability of funds
for procurement of drop-in
fuels.

Decontamination of a portion of
former bombardment area on
island of Culebra, Puerto Rico.

Sec. 318. Alternative fuel automobiles.
Subtitle C—Logistics and Sustainment

Sec. 321. Modification of quarterly readiness
reporting requirement.

Sec. 322. Additional requirement for stra-
tegic policy on prepositioning
of materiel and equipment.

Sec. 323. Elimination of authority of Sec-
retary of the Army to abolish
arsenals.

Sec. 324. Modification of annual reporting
requirement related to
prepositioning of materiel and
equipment.

Sec. 312.

Sec. 313.

Sec. 314.

Sec. 315.
316.

Sec.

Sec. 317.
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Subtitle D—Reports

Sec. 331. Repeal of annual report on Depart-
ment of Defense operation and
financial support for military
museums.

Sec. 332. Army assessment of
aligned forces.

Subtitle E—Limitations and Extensions of

regionally

Authority
Sec. 341. Limitation on authority to enter
into a contract for the

sustainment, maintenance, re-
pair, or overhaul of the F117 en-

gine.
Sec. 342. Limitation on establishment of re-
gional Special Operations

Forces Coordination Centers.
Sec. 343. Limitation on transfer of MC-12
aircraft to United States Spe-
cial Operations Command.
Subtitle F—Other Matters

Sec. 3561. Clarification of authority relating
to provision of installation-sup-
port services through intergov-
ernmental support agreements.

Sec. 352. Management of conventional am-
munition inventory.

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

SEC. 301. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2015 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agen-
cies of the Department of Defense for ex-
penses, not otherwise provided for, for oper-
ation and maintenance, as specified in the
funding table in section 4301.

Subtitle B—Energy and Environment

SEC. 311. ELIMINATION OF FISCAL YEAR LIMITA-

TION ON PROHIBITION OF PAYMENT
OF FINES AND PENALTIES FROM
THE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORA-
TION ACCOUNT, DEFENSE.

Section 2703(f) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking
through 2010,”’; and

(2) by striking
through 2010”°.

SEC. 312. METHOD OF FUNDING FOR COOPERA-

TIVE AGREEMENTS UNDER THE
SIKES ACT.

(a) METHOD OF PAYMENTS UNDER COOPERA-
TIVE AGREEMENTS.—Subsection (b) of section
103A of the Sikes Act (16 U.S.C. 670c-1) is
amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)”’ before ‘“Funds’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

‘(2) In the case of a cooperative agreement
under subsection (a)(2), such funds—

“(A) may be paid in a lump sum and in-
clude an amount intended to cover the fu-
ture costs of the natural resource mainte-
nance and improvement activities provided
for under the agreement; and

‘“(B) may be placed by the recipient in an
interest-bearing or other investment ac-
count, and any interest or income shall be
applied for the same purposes as the prin-
cipal.

‘(3) If any funds are placed by a recipient
in an interest-bearing or other investment
account under paragraph (2)(B), the Sec-
retary of Defense shall report biennially to
the congressional defense committees on the
disposition of such funds.”.

(b) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS; AGREEMENT
UNDER OTHER LAWS.—Subsection (¢) of such
section is amended to read as follows:

“(c) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS; AGREEMENT
UNDER OTHER LAWS.—(1) Cooperative agree-
ments and interagency agreements entered
into under this section shall be subject to
the availability of funds.

“(2) Notwithstanding chapter 63 of title 31,
United States Code, a cooperative agreement

“for fiscal years 1995

“for fiscal years 1997
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under this section may be used to acquire

property or services for the direct benefit or

use of the United States Government.”.

SEC. 313. REPORT ON PROHIBITION OF DISPOSAL
OF WASTE IN OPEN-AIR BURN PITS.

(a) REVIEW AND REPORT REQUIRED.—The
Secretary of Defense shall conduct a review
of the compliance of the military depart-
ments and combatant commands with De-
partment of Defense Instruction 4715.19 and
with section 317 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public
Law 111-84; 123 Stat. 2249; 10 U.S.C. 2701 note)
regarding the disposal of covered waste in
burn pits. Not later than one year after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report containing the re-
sults of such review. Such report shall ad-
dress each of the following:

(1) The reporting of covered waste through
environmental surveys and assessments, in-
cluding environmental condition reports, of
base camps supporting a contingency oper-
ation.

(2) How covered waste and non-covered
waste is defined and identified in environ-
mental surveys and assessments covered by
paragraph (1), in policies, instructions, and
guidance issued by the Department of De-
fense, the military departments, and the
combatant commands, and in the oversight
of contracts for, and the operation of, waste
disposal facilities at base camps supporting
contingency operations.

(3) Whether the two categories of waste are
appropriately and clearly distinguished in
such surveys and assessments.

(4) The current decision authority respon-
sible for determinations regarding whether a
base camp supporting a contingency oper-
ation is in compliance with the Department
of Defense Instruction and section 317 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84; 123 Stat.
2249; 10 U.S.C. 2701 note) and the chain of
command by which such determinations are
made and reported.

(5) The process through which a waiver of
the prohibition on disposal of covered waste
in a burn pit is requested and approved, and
the process by which Congress is notified of
such waiver, pursuant to the applicable pro-
vision of law, and how such processes could
be improved.

(6) Updates to policies, guidelines, and in-
structions that have been undertaken pursu-
ant to the review to address gaps and defi-
ciencies regarding covered waste disposal to
ensure compliance.

(7) Other matters or recommendations the
Secretary of Defense determines are appro-
priate.

(b) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW.—Not
later than 120 days after the date on which
the Secretary of Defense submits the report
required under subsection (a), the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report containing the assessment of
the Comptroller General of the methodology
used by the Secretary of Defense in con-
ducting the review under subsection (a), the
adequacy of the report, compliance with De-
partment of Defense Instruction and applica-
ble law regarding the disposal of covered
waste in burn pits by the military depart-
ments and combatant commands, and any
additional findings or recommendations the
Comptroller General determines are appro-
priate.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘covered waste’” has the
meaning given that term in section 317(d)(2)
of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84; 123
Stat. 2249; 10 U.S.C. 2701 note).
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(2) The term ‘‘base camp supporting a con-
tingency operation’” means any base, loca-
tion, site, cooperative security location, for-
ward operating base, forward operating site,
main operating base, patrol base, or other lo-
cation as determined by the Secretary from
which support is provided to a contingency
operation that—

(A) has at least 100 attached or assigned
United States personnel; and

(B) is in place for a period of time of 90
days or longer.

(3) The term ‘‘burn pit” means an area
that—

(A) does not contain a commercially manu-
factured incinerator or other equipment spe-
cifically designed and manufactured for
burning of solid waste; and

(B) is designated for the purpose of dis-
posing of solid waste by burning in the out-
door air;

(C) is in a location where at least 100
United States personnel are attached or as-
signed; and

(D) is in place longer than 90 days.

(4) The term ‘‘contingency operation’ has
the meaning given such term in section
101(a)(13) of title 10, United States Code.

SEC. 314. BUSINESS CASE ANALYSIS OF ANY PLAN
TO DESIGN, REFURBISH, OR CON-
STRUCT A BIOFUEL REFINERY.

Not later than 30 days before entering into
a contract for the planning, design, refur-
bishing, or construction of a biofuel refinery,
or of any other facility or infrastructure
used to refine biofuels, the Secretary of De-
fense or the Secretary of the military de-
partment concerned shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a business
case analysis for such planning, design, re-
furbishing, or construction.

SEC. 315. ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AT
FORMER NAVAL AIR STATION CHIN-
COTEAGUE, VIRGINIA.

(a) ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION
PRrROJECT.—Notwithstanding the administra-
tive jurisdiction of the Administrator of the
National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion over the Wallops Flight Facility, Vir-
ginia, the Secretary of Defense may under-
take an environmental restoration project in
a manner consistent with chapter 160 of title
10, United States Code, at the property con-
stituting that facility in order to provide
necessary response actions for contamina-
tion from a release of a hazardous substance
or a pollutant or contaminant that is attrib-
utable to the activities of the Department of
Defense at the time the property was under
the administrative jurisdiction of the Sec-
retary of the Navy or used by the Navy pur-
suant to a permit or license issued by the
National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion in the area formerly known as the Naval
Air Station, Chincoteague, Virginia. Any
such project may be undertaken jointly or in
conjunction with an environmental restora-
tion project of the Administrator.

(b) INTERAGENCY AGREEMENT.—The Sec-
retary and the Administrator may enter into
an agreement or agreements to provide for
the effective and efficient performance of en-
vironmental restoration projects for pur-
poses of subsection (a). Notwithstanding sec-
tion 2215 of title 10, United States Code, any
such agreement may provide for environ-
mental restoration projects conducted joint-
ly or by one agency on behalf of the other or
both agencies and for reimbursement of the
agency conducting the project by the other
agency for that portion of the project for
which the reimbursing agency has authority
to respond.

(c) SOURCE OF DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
FUNDS.—Pursuant to section 2703(c) of title
10, United States Code, the Secretary may
use funds available in the Environmental
Restoration, Formerly Used Defense Sites,
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account of the Department of Defense for en-
vironmental restoration projects conducted
for or by the Secretary under subsection (a)
and for reimbursable agreements entered
into under subsection (b).

(d) No EFFECT ON COMPLIANCE WITH ENVI-
RONMENTAL LAWS.—Nothing in this section
affects or limits the application of or obliga-
tion to comply with any environmental law,
including the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et. seq) and the Solid
Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6901 et seq.).
SEC. 316. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF

FUNDS FOR PROCUREMENT OF
DROP-IN FUELS.

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2015 for
the Department of Defense may be obligated
or expended to make a bulk purchase of a
drop-in fuel for operational purposes unless
the fully burdened cost of that drop-in fuel is
cost-competitive with the fully burdened
cost of a traditional fuel available for the
same purpose.

(b) WAIVER.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the require-
ments of paragraph (2), the Secretary of De-
fense may waive the limitation under sub-
section (a) with respect to a purchase.

(2) NOTICE REQUIRED.—Not later than 30
days after issuing a waiver under this sub-
section, the Secretary shall submit to the
congressional defense committees notice of
the waiver. Any such notice shall include
each of the following:

(A) The rationale of the Secretary for
issuing the waiver.

(B) A certification that the waiver is in the
national security interest of the TUnited
States.

(C) The expected fully burdened cost of the
purchase for which the waiver is issued.

(¢) NOTICE OF PURCHASE REQUIRED.—If the
Secretary of Defense intends to purchase a
drop-in fuel intended for operational use
with a fully burdened cost in excess of 10 per-
cent more than the fully burdened cost of a
traditional fuel available for the same pur-
pose, the Secretary shall provide notice of
such intended purchase to the congressional
defense committees by not later than 30 days
before the date on which such purchase is in-
tended to be made.

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘drop-in fuel” means a neat
or blended liquid hydrocarbon fuel designed
as a direct replacement for a traditional fuel
with comparable performance characteris-
tics and compatible with existing infrastruc-
ture and equipment.

(2) The term ‘‘traditional fuel’’ means a
liquid hydrocarbon fuel derived or refined
from petroleum.

(3) The term ‘‘operational purposes’ means
for the purposes of conducting military oper-
ations, including training, exercises, large
scale demonstrations, and moving and sus-
taining military forces and military plat-
forms. The term does not include research,
development, testing, evaluation, fuel cer-
tification, or other demonstrations.

(4) The term ‘‘fully burdened cost’’ means
the commodity price of the fuel plus the
total cost of all personnel and assets re-
quired to move and, when necessary, protect
the fuel from the point at which the fuel is
received from the commercial supplier to the
point of use.

SEC. 317. DECONTAMINATION OF A PORTION OF
FORMER BOMBARDMENT AREA ON
ISLAND OF CULEBRA, PUERTO RICO.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that certain limited portions of the
former bombardment area on the Island of
Culebra should be available for safe public
recreational use while the remainder of the
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area is most advantageously reserved as
habitat for endangered and threatened spe-
cies.

(b) MODIFICATION OF RESTRICTION ON DE-
CONTAMINATION LIMITATION.—The first sen-
tence of section 204(c) of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act, 1974 (Public
Law 93-166; 87 Stat. 668) shall not apply to
the beaches, the campgrounds, and the Car-
los Rosario Trail.

(c) MODIFICATION OF DEED RESTRICTIONS.—
Notwithstanding paragraph 9 of the quit-
claim deed, the Secretary of the Army may
expend funds available in the Environmental
Restoration Account, Formerly Used Defense
Sites, established pursuant to section
2703(a)(b) of title 10, United States Code, to
decontaminate the beaches, the camp-
grounds, and the Carlos Rosario Trail of
unexploded ordnance.

(d) PRECISE BOUNDARIES.—The Secretary of
the Army shall determine the exact bound-
aries of the beaches, the campgrounds, and
the Carlos Rosario Trail for purposes of this
section.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘beaches’ means the portions
of Carlos Rosario Beach, Flamenco Beach,
and Tamarindo Beach identified in green in
Figure 4 as Beach and located inside of the
former bombardment area.

(2) The term ‘‘campgrounds’” means the
areas identified in blue in Figure 4 as Camp-
grounds in the former bombardment area.

(3) The term ‘‘Carlos Rosario Trail’’ means
the trail identified in yellow in Figure 4 as
the Carlos Rosario Trail and traversing the
southern portion of the former bombardment
area from the campground to the Carlos
Rosario Beach.

(4) The term ‘‘Figure 4’ means Figure 4, lo-
cated on page 8 of the study.

(5) The term ‘‘former bombardment area’
means that area on the Island of Culebra,
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, consisting of
approximately 408 acres, conveyed to the
Commonwealth by the quitclaim deed, and
subject to the first sentence of section 204(c)
of the Military Construction Authorization
Act, 1974 (Public Law 93-166; 87 Stat. 668).

(6) The term ‘‘quitclaim deed’” means the
quitclaim deed from the United States of
America to the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico conveying the former bombardment
area, signed by the Governor of Puerto Rico
on December 20, 1982.

(7) The term ‘‘study’” means the ‘“‘Study
Relating to the Presence of Unexploded Ord-
nance in a Portion of the Former Naval
Bombardment Area of Culebra Island, Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico’, dated April 20,
2012, prepared by the United States Army for
the Department of Defense pursuant to sec-
tion 2815 of the Ike Skelton National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011 (Pub-
lic Law 111-383; 124 Stat. 4464).

(8) The term ‘‘unexploded ordnance’ has
the meaning given the term in section
101(e)(b) of title 10, United States Code.

SEC. 318. ALTERNATIVE FUEL AUTOMOBILES.

(a) MAXIMUM FUEL ECONOMY INCREASE FOR
ALTERNATIVE FUEL AUTOMOBILES.—Section
32906(a) of title 49, United States Code, is
amended by striking ‘‘(except an electric
automobile)” and inserting ‘‘(except an elec-
tric automobile or, beginning with model
year 2016, an alternative fueled automobile
that uses a fuel described in subparagraph
(E) of section 32901(a)(1))’.

(b) MINIMUM DRIVING RANGES FOR DUAL
FUELED PASSENGER AUTOMOBILES.—Section
32901(c)(2) of title 49, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘, ex-
cept that beginning with model year 2016, al-
ternative fueled automobiles that use a fuel
described in subparagraph (E) of subsection
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(a)(1) shall have a minimum driving range of
150 miles’ after ‘‘at least 200 miles’’; and

(2) in subparagraph (C), by adding at the
end the following: ‘‘Beginning with model
year 2016, if the Secretary prescribes a min-
imum driving range of 150 miles for alter-
native fueled automobiles that use a fuel de-
scribed in subparagraph (E) of subsection
(a)(1), subparagraph (A) shall not apply to
dual fueled automobiles (except electric
automobiles).”.

(¢) ELECTRIC DUAL FUELED AUTOMOBILES.—
Section 32905 of title 49, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (e) and (f)
as subsections (f) and (g), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(e) ELECTRIC
MOBILES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—At the request of the
manufacturer, the Administrator may meas-
ure the fuel economy for any model of dual
fueled automobile manufactured after model
year 2015 that is capable of operating on elec-
tricity in addition to gasoline or diesel fuel,
obtains its electricity from a source external
to the vehicle, and meets the minimum driv-
ing range requirements established by the
Secretary for dual fueled electric auto-
mobiles, by dividing 1.0 by the sum of—

‘“(A) the percentage utilization of the
model on gasoline or diesel fuel, as deter-
mined by a formula based on the model’s al-
ternative fuel range, divided by the fuel
economy measured under section 32904(c);
and

‘(B) the percentage utilization of the
model on electricity, as determined by a for-
mula based on the model’s alternative fuel
range, divided by the fuel economy measured
under section 32904(a)(2).

“(2) ALTERNATIVE CALCULATION.—If the
manufacturer does not request that the Ad-
ministrator calculate the manufacturing in-
centive for its electric dual fueled auto-
mobiles in accordance with paragraph (1),
the Administrator shall calculate such in-
centive for such automobiles manufactured
by such manufacturer after model year 2015
in accordance with subsection (b).”.

(d) CONFORMING  AMENDMENT.—Section
32906(b) of title 49, United States Code, is
amended by striking ‘‘section 32905(e)”’ and
inserting ‘‘section 32905(f).

Subtitle C—Logistics and Sustainment
SEC. 321. MODIFICATION OF QUARTERLY READI-
NESS REPORTING REQUIREMENT.

Section 482 of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘the”
readiness’’;

(B) by inserting ‘‘of the active and reserve
components’ after ‘“‘military readiness’’; and

(C) by striking ‘‘subsections (b), (d), (f), (g),
(h), ({), (§), and (k) and all that follows
through the period at the end and inserting
‘“‘subsections (b), (d), (e), (), (g), (h), and
1.”;

(2) by striking subsections (d), (e), (f), and
(k);

(3) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing new subsection (d):

‘‘(d) PREPOSITIONED STOCKS.—KEach report
shall also include a military department-
level or agency-level assessment of the readi-
ness of prepositioned stocks, including—

‘(1) an assessment of the fill and materiel
readiness of stocks by geographic location;

‘“(2) an overall assessment by military de-
partment or Defense Agency of the ability of
the respective stocks to meet operation and
contingency plans; and

‘“(3) a mitigation plan for any shortfalls or
gaps identified under paragraph (1) or (2) and
a timeline associated with corrective ac-
tion.”’;
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(4) by redesignating subsections (g), (h), (i),
(3), and (1) as subsections (e), (f), (g), (h), and
(j) respectively;

(5) in subsection (e)(1), as redesignated by
paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘National Re-
sponse Plan’ and inserting ‘‘National Re-
sponse Framework’’;

(6) in subsection (f), as so redesignated, by
adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

‘“(3) The assessment included in the report
under paragraph (1) by the Commander of
the United States Strategic Command shall
include a separate assessment prepared by
the Commander of United States Cyber Com-
mand relating to the readiness of United
States Cyber Command and the readiness of
the cyber force of each of the military de-
partments.”’;

(7) in subsection (h), as so redesignated—

(A) in the subsection heading, by inserting
““AND RELATED”’ after ‘‘SUPPORT’’;

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘combat
support agencies’” and inserting ‘‘combat
support and related agencies’’; and

(C) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘com-
bat support agency’ and inserting ‘‘combat
support and related agencies’’; and

(8) by inserting after subsection (h) the fol-
lowing new subsection (i):

“(1) MAJOR EXERCISE ASSESSMENTS.—(1)
Each report under this section shall also in-
clude information on each major exercise
conducted by a geographic or functional
combatant command or military depart-
ment, including—

““(A) a list of exercises by name for the pe-
riod covered by the report;

‘“(B) the cost and location of each such ex-
ercise; and

“(C) a list of participants by country or
military department.

‘(2) In this subsection, the term ‘major ex-
ercise’ means a named major training event,
an integrated or joint exercise, or a unilat-
eral major exercise.”’.

SEC. 322. ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT FOR STRA-
TEGIC POLICY ON PREPOSITIONING
OF MATERIEL AND EQUIPMENT.

Section 2229(a)(1) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘support for
crisis response elements,”’ after ‘‘service re-
quirements,”’.

SEC. 323. ELIMINATION OF AUTHORITY OF SEC-
RETARY OF THE ARMY TO ABOLISH
ARSENALS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4532 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘(a) The
Secretary’’ and inserting ‘‘The Secretary’’;

(2) by striking subsection (b); and

(3) in the section heading, by striking ‘%
abolition of”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 433 of
such title is amended by striking the item
relating to section 4532 and inserting the fol-
lowing new item:
¢‘4532. Factories and arsenals: manufacture

at.”.

SEC. 324. MODIFICATION OF ANNUAL REPORTING
REQUIREMENT RELATED TO
PREPOSITIONING OF MATERIEL AND
EQUIPMENT.

Section 321(c) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public
Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 732; 10 U.S.C. 2229 note)
is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘Not later than’’ and insert-
ing the following:

‘(1) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘, and annually thereafter’’;
and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘“(2) PROGRESS REPORTS.—Not later than
one year after submitting the report re-
quired under paragraph (1), and annually
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thereafter for two years, the Comptroller
General shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report assessing the
progress of the Department of Defense in im-
plementing its strategic policy and plan for
its prepositioned stocks and including any
additional information related to the De-
partment’s management of its prepositioned
stocks that the Comptroller General deter-
mines appropriate.”.
Subtitle D—Reports

SEC. 331. REPEAL OF ANNUAL REPORT ON DE-

PARTMENT OF DEFENSE OPERATION

AND FINANCIAL SUPPORT FOR MILI-

TARY MUSEUMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 489 of title 10,
United States Code, is repealed.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 23 of
such title is amended by striking the item
relating to section 489.

SEC. 332. ARMY ASSESSMENT OF REGIONALLY
ALIGNED FORCES.

At the same time as the President trans-
mits to Congress the budget for fiscal year
2016 under section 1105 of title 31, United
States Code, the Secretary of the Army shall
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees an assessment of how the Army has—

(1) captured and incorporated lessons
learned through the initial employment of
the regionally aligned forces;

(2) identified, where appropriate, institu-
tionalized and improved region-specific ini-
tial, sustaining, and predeployment training;

(3) improved the coordination of activities
among special operations forces, Army re-
gionally aligned forces, Department of State
country teams, contractors of the Depart-
ment of State and the Department of De-
fense, the geographic combatant commands,
the Joint Staff, and international partners;

(4) identified and evaluated the various De-
partment of Defense appropriations accounts
at the subactivity group, project, program,
and activity level and other sources of Fed-
eral resources used to fund activities of re-
gionally aligned forces, including the
amount of funds obligated or expended from
each such account;

(5) identified and assessed the effects asso-
ciated with activities of regionally aligned
forces conducted to meet Department of De-
fense and geographic combatant command
security cooperation requirements;

(6) identified and assessed the effect on the
core mission readiness of regionally aligned
forces while supporting geographic combat-
ant commander requirements through re-
gionally aligned force activities, and, in the
case of any such effect that is assessed as de-
grading the core mission readiness of such
forces, identified plans to mitigate such deg-
radation;

(7) identified and assessed opportunities,
costs, benefits, and risks associated with the
potential expansion of the regionally aligned
forces model; and

(8) identified and assessed opportunities,
costs, benefits, and risks associated with re-
taining or ensuring the availability of re-
gional expertise within forces as aligned to a
specific region.

Subtitle E—Limitations and Extensions of

Authority
SEC. 341. LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY TO ENTER
INTO A CONTRACT FOR THE
SUSTAINMENT, MAINTENANCE, RE-
PAIR, OR OVERHAUL OF THE F117
ENGINE.

The Secretary of the Air Force may not
enter into a contract for the sustainment,
maintenance, repair, or overhaul of the F117
engine until the Under Secretary of Defense
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics
certifies to the congressional defense com-
mittees that the Secretary of the Air Force
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has obtained sufficient data to determine
that the Secretary of the Air Force is paying
a fair and reasonable price for F117
sustainment, maintenance, repair, or over-
haul as compared to the PW2000 commercial-
derivative engine sustainment price for
sustainment, maintenance, repair, or over-
haul in the private sector. The Secretary
may waive the limitation in the preceding
sentence to enter into a contract if the Sec-
retary determines that such a waiver is in
the interest of national security.
SEC. 342. LIMITATION ON ESTABLISHMENT OF
REGIONAL SPECIAL OPERATIONS
FORCES COORDINATION CENTERS.

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act or otherwise made avail-
able for fiscal year 2015 for the Department
of Defense may be obligated or expended to
establish Regional Special Operations Forces
Coordination Centers.

SEC. 343. LIMITATION ON TRANSFER OF MC-12
AIRCRAFT TO UNITED STATES SPE-
CIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND.

(a) LIMITATION.—Except as provided under
subsection (c), none of the funds authorized
to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2015 for the
Department of Defense for operation and
maintenance, Defense-wide, may be obli-
gated or expended for the transfer of MC-12
aircraft from the Air Force to the United
States Special Operations Command before
the date that is 60 days after the date of the
delivery of the report required under sub-
section (b).

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 1,
2015, the Assistant Secretary of Defense for
Special Operations and Low-Intensity Con-
flict, in coordination with the Commander of
the United States Special Operations Com-
mand, shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report containing an
analysis and justification for the transfer of
MC-12 aircraft from the Air Force to the
United States Special Operations Command.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under
paragraph (1) shall include—

(A) a description of the current platform
requirements for manned intelligence, sur-
veillance, and reconnaissance aircraft to
support United States Special Operations
Forces;

(B) an analysis of alternatives comparing
various manned intelligence, surveillance,
and reconnaissance aircraft, including U-28
aircraft, in meeting the platform require-
ments for manned intelligence, surveillance,
and reconnaissance aircraft to support
United States Special Operations Forces;

(C) an analysis of the remaining service
life of the U-28 aircraft to be divested by the
United States Special Operations Command
and the MC-12 aircraft to be transferred from
the Air Force;

(D) a description of the future manned in-
telligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance
platform requirements of the United States
Special Operations Command for areas out-
side of Afghanistan, including range, pay-
load, endurance, and other requirements, as
defined by the Command’s ‘‘Intelligence,
Surveillance, and Reconnaissance Road
Map’”;

(E) an analysis of the cost to convert MC-
12 aircraft to provide intelligence, surveil-
lance, and reconnaissance capabilities equal
to or better than those provided by the U-28
aircraft;

(F) a description of the engineering and in-
tegration needed to convert MC-12 aircraft
to provide intelligence, surveillance, and re-
connaissance capabilities equal to or better
than those provided by the U-28 aircraft; and

(G) the expected annual cost to operate 16
U-28 aircraft as a Government-owned, con-
tractor operated program.
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(c) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) does not
apply to up to 13 aircraft designated by the
Secretary of the Air Force to be transferred
from the Air Force to the United States Spe-
cial Operations Command and flown by the
Air National Guard in support of special op-
erations aviation foreign internal defense
and intelligence, surveillance, and reconnais-
sance requirements.

Subtitle F—Other Matters
SEC. 351. CLARIFICATION OF AUTHORITY RELAT-
ING TO PROVISION OF INSTALLA-
TION-SUPPORT SERVICES THROUGH
INTERGOVERNMENTAL SUPPORT
AGREEMENTS.

(a) TRANSFER OF SECTION 2336 TO CHAPTER
159.—

(1) TRANSFER AND REDESIGNATION.—Section
2336 of title 10, United States Code, is trans-
ferred to chapter 159 of such title, inserted
after section 2678, and redesignated as sec-
tion 2679.

(2) REVISED SECTION HEADING.—The heading
of such section, as so transferred and redes-
ignated, is amended to read as follows:
“§2679. Installation-support services: inter-

governmental support agreements”.

(b) CLARIFYING AMENDMENTS.—Such sec-
tion, as so transferred and redesignated, is
further amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) by striking ‘“The Secretary concerned”’
and inserting ‘‘Notwithstanding any other
provision of law governing the award of Fed-
eral government contracts for goods and
services, the Secretary concerned’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘a State or local” and in-
serting ‘‘, on a sole source basis, with a State
or local’’;

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, an”’’ and inserting ‘‘An’’;

(ii) by striking subparagraph (A); and

(iii) by redesignating subparagraphs (B)
and (C) as subparagraphs (A) and (B) respec-
tively; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘“(4) Any contract for the provision of in-
stallation-support services awarded by the
Federal Government or a State or local gov-
ernment pursuant to an intergovernmental
support agreement provided in subsection (a)
shall be awarded on a competitive basis.”.

(2) by adding at the end of subsection (e)
the following new paragraph:

‘‘(4) The term ‘intergovernmental support
agreement’ means a legal instrument reflect-
ing a relationship between the Secretary
concerned and a State or local government
that contains such terms and conditions as
the Secretary concerned considers appro-
priate for the purposes of this section and
necessary to protect the interests of the
United States.”.

(¢) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 137 of such title is amended by strik-
ing the item relating to section 2336.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 159 of such title is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 2678
the following new item:

¢2679. Installation-support services: inter-

governmental support agree-
ments.”.
SEC. 352. MANAGEMENT OF CONVENTIONAL AM-
MUNITION INVENTORY.

(a) CONSOLIDATION OF DATA.—Not later
than 240 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act, the Under Secretary of Defense
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics
shall issue Department-wide guidance desig-
nating an authoritative source of data for
conventional ammunition. Not later than 10
days after issuing the guidance required by
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this subsection, the Under Secretary shall
notify the congressional defense committees
on what source of data has been designated
under this subsection.

(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Secretary of the
Army shall include in the appropriate annual
ammunition inventory reports, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, information on all
available ammunition for use during the re-
distribution process, including any ammuni-
tion that was unclaimed and categorized for
disposal by another military service during a
year before the year during which the report
is submitted.

(¢) BRIEFING AND REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General
of the United States shall provide to the con-
gressional defense committees a briefing and
a report on the management of the conven-
tional ammunition demilitarization stock-
pile of the Department of Defense.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The briefing and report re-
quired by paragraph (1) shall include each of
the following:

(A) An assessment of the adequacy of De-
partment of Defense policies and procedures
governing the demilitarization of excess, ob-
solete, and unserviceable conventional am-
munition.

(B) An assessment of the adequacy of the
maintenance by the Department of informa-
tion on the quantity, value, condition, and
location of excess, obsolete, and unservice-
able conventional ammunition for each of
the Armed Forces.

(C) An assessment of whether the Depart-
ment has conducted an analysis comparing
the costs of storing and maintaining items in
the conventional ammunition demilitariza-
tion stockpile with the costs of the disposal
of items in the stockpile.

(D) An assessment of whether the Depart-
ment has—

(i) identified challenges in managing the
current and anticipated conventional ammu-
nition demilitarization stockpile; and

(ii) if so, developed mitigation plans to ad-
dress such challenges.

(E) Such other matters relating to the
management of the conventional ammuni-
tion demilitarization stockpile as the Comp-
troller General considers appropriate.

(3) DEADLINES.—The briefing required by
paragraph (1) shall be provided by not later
than April 30, 2015. The report required by
that paragraph shall be submitted not later
than June 1, 2015.

TITLE IV—-MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS

Subtitle A—Active Forces

End strengths for active forces.
Revisions in permanent active duty

end strength minimum levels.
Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

End strengths for Selected Reserve.

End strengths for reserves on ac-
tive duty in support of the re-
serves.

End strengths for military techni-
cians (dual status).

Fiscal year 2015 limitation on num-
ber of non-dual status techni-
cians.

Maximum number of reserve per-
sonnel authorized to be on ac-
tive duty for operational sup-
port.

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 421. Military personnel.

Subtitle A—Active Forces
SEC. 401. END STRENGTHS FOR ACTIVE FORCES.
The Armed Forces are authorized
strengths for active duty personnel as of

September 30, 2015, as follows:
(1) The Army, 490,000.

401.
402.
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(2) The Navy, 323,600.

(3) The Marine Corps, 184,100.

(4) The Air Force, 312,980.

SEC. 402. REVISIONS IN PERMANENT ACTIVE
DUTY END STRENGTH MINIMUM
LEVELS.

Section 691(b) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking paragraphs (1)
through (4) and inserting the following new
paragraphs:

‘(1) For the Army, 490,000.

“(2) For the Navy, 323,600.

‘“(3) For the Marine Corps, 184,100.

‘“(4) For the Air Force, 310,900.”.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces
SEC. 411. END STRENGTHS FOR SELECTED RE-
SERVE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Armed Forces are au-
thorized strengths for Selected Reserve per-
sonnel of the reserve components as of Sep-
tember 30, 2015, as follows:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 350,200.

(2) The Army Reserve, 202,000.

(3) The Navy Reserve, 57,300.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 39,200.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 105,000.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 67,100.

(7) The Coast Guard Reserve, 7,000.

(b) END STRENGTH REDUCTIONS.—The end
strengths prescribed by subsection (a) for the
Selected Reserve of any reserve component
shall be proportionately reduced by—

(1) the total authorized strength of units
organized to serve as units of the Selected
Reserve of such component which are on ac-
tive duty (other than for training) at the end
of the fiscal year; and

(2) the total number of individual members
not in units organized to serve as units of
the Selected Reserve of such component who
are on active duty (other than for training or
for unsatisfactory participation in training)
without their consent at the end of the fiscal
year.

(c) END STRENGTH INCREASES.—Whenever
units or individual members of the Selected
Reserve of any reserve component are re-
leased from active duty during any fiscal
year, the end strength prescribed for such
fiscal year for the Selected Reserve of such
reserve component shall be increased propor-
tionately by the total authorized strengths
of such units and by the total number of
such individual members.

SEC. 412. END STRENGTHS FOR RESERVES ON AC-
TIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT OF THE RE-
SERVES.

Within the end strengths prescribed in sec-
tion 411(a), the reserve components of the
Armed Forces are authorized, as of Sep-
tember 30, 2015, the following number of Re-
serves to be serving on full-time active duty
or full-time duty, in the case of members of
the National Guard, for the purpose of orga-
nizing, administering, recruiting, instruct-
ing, or training the reserve components:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 31,385.

(2) The Army Reserve, 16,261.

(3) The Navy Reserve, 9,973.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 2,261.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 14,704.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 2,830.

SEC. 413. END STRENGTHS FOR MILITARY TECH-
NICIANS (DUAL STATUS).

The minimum number of military techni-
cians (dual status) as of the last day of fiscal
year 2015 for the reserve components of the
Army and the Air Force (notwithstanding
section 129 of title 10, United States Code)
shall be the following:

(1) For the Army National Guard of the
United States, 27,210.

(2) For the Army Reserve, 7,895.
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(3) For the Air National Guard of the
United States, 21,792.

(4) For the Air Force Reserve, 9,789.

SEC. 414. FISCAL YEAR 2015 LIMITATION ON NUM-

BER OF NON-DUAL STATUS TECHNI-
CIANS.

(a) LIMITATIONS.—

(1) NATIONAL GUARD.—Within the limita-
tion provided in section 10217(c)(2) of title 10,
United States Code, the number of non-dual
status technicians employed by the National
Guard as of September 30, 2015, may not ex-
ceed the following:

(A) For the Army National Guard of the
United States, 1,600.

(B) For the Air National Guard of the
United States, 350.

(2) ARMY RESERVE.—The number of non-
dual status technicians employed by the
Army Reserve as of September 30, 2015, may
not exceed 595.

(3) AIR FORCE RESERVE.—The number of
non-dual status technicians employed by the
Air Force Reserve as of September 30, 2015,
may not exceed 90.

(b) NON-DUAL STATUS TECHNICIANS DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘non-dual
status technician” has the meaning given
that term in section 10217(a) of title 10,
United States Code.

SEC. 415. MAXIMUM NUMBER OF RESERVE PER-

SONNEL AUTHORIZED TO BE ON AC-
TIVE DUTY FOR OPERATIONAL SUP-
PORT.

During fiscal year 2015, the maximum num-
ber of members of the reserve components of
the Armed Forces who may be serving at any
time on full-time operational support duty
under section 115(b) of title 10, United States
Code, is the following:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 17,000.

(2) The Army Reserve, 13,000.

(3) The Navy Reserve, 6,200.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 3,000.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 16,000.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 14,000.

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations

SEC. 421. MILITARY PERSONNEL.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2015 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agen-
cies of the Department of Defense for ex-
penses, not otherwise provided for, for mili-
tary personnel, as specified in the funding
table in section 4401.

(b) CONSTRUCTION OF AUTHORIZATION.—The
authorization of appropriations in subsection
(a) supersedes any other authorization of ap-
propriations (definite or indefinite) for such
purpose for fiscal year 2015.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy
Sec. 501. Authority to limit consideration
for early retirement by selec-
tive retirement boards to par-
ticular warrant officer year

groups and specialties.

Authority for three-month deferral
of retirement for officers se-
lected for selective early retire-
ment.

Repeal of limits on percentage of
officers who may be rec-
ommended for discharge during
a fiscal year under enhanced se-
lective discharge authority.

Reports on number and assignment
of enlisted aides for officers of
the Army, Navy, Air Force, and
Marine Corps.

Repeal of requirement for submis-
sion to Congress of annual re-
ports on joint officer manage-
ment and promotion policy ob-
jectives for joint officers.

Sec. 502.

Sec. 503.

Sec. 504.

Sec. 505.
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Sec. 506. Options for Phase II of joint profes-
sional military education.

Sec. 507. Elimination of requirement that a
qualified aviator or naval flight
officer be in command of an in-
activated nuclear-powered air-
craft carrier before decommis-
sioning.

Sec. 508. Required consideration of certain
elements of command climate
in performance appraisals of
commanding officers.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component
Management

Sec. 511. Retention on the reserve active-
status list following nonselec-
tion for promotion of certain
health professions officers and
first lieutenants and lieuten-
ants (junior grade) pursuing
baccalaureate degrees.

Sec. 512. Consultation with Chief of the Na-
tional Guard Bureau in selec-
tion of Directors and Deputy
Directors, Army National
Guard and Air National Guard.

Sec. 513. Centralized database of informa-
tion on military technician po-
sitions.

Sec. 514. Report on management of per-
sonnel records of members of
the National Guard.

Subtitle C—General Service Authorities

Sec. 521. Enhancement of participation of
mental health professionals in
boards for correction of mili-
tary records and boards for re-
view of discharge or dismissal
of members of the Armed
Forces.

Sec. 522. Extension of authority to conduct
programs on career flexibility
to enhance retention of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces.

Sec. 523. Provision of information to mem-
bers of the Armed Forces on
privacy rights relating to re-
ceipt of mental health services.

Sec. 524. Removal of artificial barriers to
the service of women in the
Armed Forces.

Subtitle D—Military Justice, Including Sex-
ual Assault and Domestic Violence Preven-
tion and Response

Sec. 531. Technical revisions and clarifica-
tions of certain provisions in
the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014
relating to the military justice
system.

Ordering of depositions under the
Uniform Code of Military Jus-
tice.

Access to Special Victims’ Counsel.

Enhancement of victims’ rights in
connection with prosecution of
certain sex-related offenses.

Enforcement of crime victims’
rights related to protections af-
forded by certain Military
Rules of Evidence.

Modification of Military Rules of
Evidence relating to admissi-
bility of general military char-
acter toward probability of in-
nocence.

Modification of Rule 513 of the
Military Rules of Evidence, re-
lating to the privilege against
disclosure of communications
between psychotherapists and
patients.

Sec. 532.

533.
534.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 535.

Sec. 536.

Sec. 537.

Sec. 538. Modification of Department of De-
fense policy on retention of evi-
dence in a sexual assault case
to permit return of personal
property upon completion of re-
lated proceedings.

Requirements relating to Sexual
Assault Forensic Examiners for
the Armed Forces.

Modification of term of judges of
the United States Court of Ap-
peals for the Armed Forces.

Review of decisions not to refer
charges of certain sex-related
offenses for trial by court-mar-
tial if requested by chief pros-
ecutor.

Analysis and assessment of disposi-
tion of most serious offenses
identified in unrestricted re-
ports on sexual assaults in an-
nual reports on sexual assaults
in the Armed Forces.

Plan for limited use of certain in-
formation on sexual assaults in
restricted reports by military
criminal investigative organi-
zations.

Improved Department of Defense
information reporting and col-
lection of domestic violence in-
cidents involving members of
the Armed Forces.

Additional duties for judicial pro-
ceedings panel.

Defense Advisory Committee on In-
vestigation, Prosecution, and
Defense of Sexual Assault in
the Armed Forces.

Confidential review of character-
ization of terms of discharge of
members of the Armed Forces
who are victims of sexual of-
fenses.

Subtitle E—Member Education, Training,
and Transition

Sec. 5561. Enhancement of authority to assist
members of the Armed Forces
to obtain professional creden-
tials.

Applicability of sexual assault pre-
vention and response and re-
lated military justice enhance-
ments to military service acad-
emies.

Authorized duration of foreign and
cultural exchange activities at
military service academies.

Enhancement of authority to ac-
cept support for Air Force
Academy athletic programs.

Pilot program to assist members of
the Armed Forces in obtaining
post-service employment.

Plan for education of members of
Armed Forces on cyber mat-
ters.

Enhancement of information pro-
vided to members of the Armed
Forces and veterans regarding
use of Post-9/11 Educational As-
sistance and Federal financial
aid through Transition Assist-
ance Program.

Procedures for provision of certain
information to State veterans
agencies to facilitate the tran-
sition of members of the Armed
Forces from military service to
civilian life.

Subtitle F—Defense Dependents’ Education
and Military Family Readiness Matters
Sec. 561. Continuation of authority to assist
local educational agencies that
benefit dependents of members
of the Armed Forces and De-
partment of Defense civilian

employees.

Sec. 539.

Sec. 540.

Sec. 541.

Sec. 542.

Sec. 543.

Sec. 544.

Sec. 545.

Sec. 546.

Sec. 547.

Sec. 552.

Sec. 553.

Sec. 554.
Sec. 555.
Sec. 556.

Sec. 551T.

Sec. 558.
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Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

. 565.

562.
563.
564.

566.

561.

568.
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Impact aid for children with severe
disabilities.

Amendments to the Impact Aid Im-
provement Act of 2012.

Authority to employ non-United
States citizens as teachers in
Department of Defense overseas
dependents’ school system.

Inclusion of domestic dependent el-
ementary and secondary
schools among functions of Ad-
visory Council on Dependents’
Education.

Protection of child custody ar-
rangements for parents who are
members of the Armed Forces.

Improved consistency in data col-
lection and reporting in Armed
Forces suicide prevention ef-
forts.

Improved data collection related to
efforts to reduce underemploy-
ment of spouses of members of
the Armed Forces and close the
wage gap between military
spouses and their civilian coun-
terparts.

Subtitle G—Decorations and Awards

. 571,

572.

Medals for members of the Armed
Forces and civilian employees
of the Department of Defense
who were killed or wounded in
an attack by a foreign terrorist
organization.

Authorization for award of the
Medal of Honor to members of
the Armed Forces for acts of
valor during World War 1.

Subtitle H—Miscellaneous Reporting

. 581.

582.

583.

584.

585.

586.

581.
588.

591.

592.
593.
594.

Requirements

Review and report on military pro-
grams and controls regarding
professionalism.

Review and report on prevention of
suicide among members of
United States Special Oper-
ations Forces.

Review and report on provision of
job placement assistance and
related employment services di-
rectly to members of the re-
serve components.

Report on foreign language, re-
gional expertise, and culture
considerations in overseas mili-
tary operations.

Deadline for submission of report
containing results of review of
Office of Diversity Management
and Equal Opportunity role in
sexual harassment cases.

Independent assessment of risk and
resiliency of United States Spe-
cial Operations Forces and ef-
fectiveness of the Preservation
of the Force and Families and
Human Performance Programs.

Comptroller General report on haz-
ing in the Armed Forces.

Comptroller General report on im-
pact of certain mental and
physical trauma on discharges
from military service for mis-
conduct.

Subtitle I—Other Matters

Inspection of outpatient residential
facilities occupied by recov-
ering service members.

Designation of voter assistance of-
fices.

Repeal of electronic voting dem-
onstration project.

Authority for removal from na-
tional cemeteries of remains of
certain deceased members of
the Armed Forces who have no
known next of kin.
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Sec. 595. Sense of Congress regarding leav-
ing no member of the Armed
Forces unaccounted for during
the drawdown of United States
forces in Afghanistan.
Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy
SEC. 501. AUTHORITY TO LIMIT CONSIDERATION
FOR EARLY RETIREMENT BY SELEC-
TIVE RETIREMENT BOARDS TO PAR-
TICULAR WARRANT OFFICER YEAR
GROUPS AND SPECIALTIES.

Section 581(d) of title 10, United State
Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3);

(2) by designating the second sentence of
paragraph (1) as paragraph (2); and

(3) in paragraph (2), as so designated—

(A) by striking ‘‘the list shall include
each” and inserting ‘‘the list shall include—

‘“(A) the name of each’’;

(B) by striking the period at the end and
inserting ‘‘; or”’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

‘(B) with respect to a group of warrant of-
ficers designated under subparagraph (A)
who are in a particular grade and competi-
tive category, only those warrant officers in
that grade and competitive category who are
also in a particular year group or specialty,
or any combination thereof determined by
the Secretary concerned.”.

SEC. 502. AUTHORITY FOR THREE-MONTH DEFER-
RAL OF RETIREMENT FOR OFFICERS
SELECTED FOR SELECTIVE EARLY
RETIREMENT.

(a) WARRANT OFFICERS.—Section 581(e) of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting (1)’ before ‘““The Sec-
retary concerned’’;
(2) by striking ‘90 days” and inserting

‘“‘three months’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘(2) An officer recommended for early re-
tirement under this section, if approved for
deferral under paragraph (1), shall be retired
on the date requested by the officer, and ap-
proved by the Secretary concerned, which
date shall be not later than the first day of
the tenth calendar month beginning after
the month in which the Secretary concerned
approves the report of the board which rec-
ommended the officer for early retirement.”.

(b) OFFICERS ON THE ACTIVE-DUTY LIST.—
Section 638(b) of such title is amended—

(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting
the following new paragraph:

“(1)(A) An officer in a grade below briga-
dier general or rear admiral (lower half) who
is recommended for early retirement under
this section or section 638a of this title and
whose early retirement is approved by the
Secretary concerned shall be retired, under
any provision of law under which he is eligi-
ble to retire, on the date requested by him
and approved by the Secretary concerned,
which date shall be not later than the first
day of the seventh calendar month beginning
after the month in which the Secretary con-
cerned approves the report of the board
which recommended the officer for early re-
tirement.

‘(B) If an officer described in subparagraph
(A) is not eligible for retirement under any
provision of law, the officer shall be retained
on active duty until the officer is qualified
for retirement under section 3911, 6323, or
8911 of this title, and then be retired under
that section, unless the officer is sooner re-
tired or discharged under some other provi-
sion of law, with such retirement under that
section occurring not later than the later of
the following:

‘(i) The first day of the month beginning
after the month in which the officer becomes
qualified for retirement under that section.
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‘“(ii) The first day of the seventh calendar
month beginning after the month in which
the Secretary concerned approves the report
of the board which recommended the officer
for early retirement.”’; and

(2) in paragraph (3)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘(A)” before ‘“‘The Sec-
retary concerned’’;

(B) by striking 90 days’” and inserting
‘“‘three months”’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraphs:

‘(B) An officer recommended for early re-
tirement under paragraph (1)(A) or section
638a of this title, if approved for deferral
under subparagraph (A), shall be retired on
the date requested by the officer, and ap-
proved by the Secretary concerned, which
date shall be not later than the first day of
the tenth calendar month beginning after
the month in which the Secretary concerned
approves the report of the board which rec-
ommended the officer for early retirement.

“(C) The Secretary concerned may defer
the retirement of an officer otherwise ap-
proved for early retirement under paragraph
(1)(B), but in no case later than the first day
of the tenth calendar month beginning after
the month in which the Secretary concerned
approves the report of the board which rec-
ommended the officer for early retirement.

‘(D) An officer recommended for early re-
tirement under paragraph (2), if approved for
deferral under subparagraph (A), shall be re-
tired on the date requested by the officer,
and approved by the Secretary concerned,
which date shall be not later than the first
day of the thirteenth calendar month begin-
ning after the month in which the Secretary
concerned approves the report of the board
which recommended the officer for early re-
tirement.”.

SEC. 503. REPEAL OF LIMITS ON PERCENTAGE OF
OFFICERS WHO MAY BE REC-
OMMENDED FOR DISCHARGE DUR-
ING A FISCAL YEAR UNDER EN-
HANCED SELECTIVE DISCHARGE AU-
THORITY.

Section 638a(d) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking paragraph (3); and

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5)
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively.

SEC. 504. REPORTS ON NUMBER AND ASSIGN-
MENT OF ENLISTED AIDES FOR OF-
FICERS OF THE ARMY, NAVY, AIR
FORCE, AND MARINE CORPS.

(a) ANNUAL REPORT ON NUMBER OF EN-
LISTED AIDES.—Section 981 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

‘“(c) Not later than March 1 of each year,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives a report—

‘(1) specifying the number of enlisted aides
authorized and allocated for general officers
and flag officers of the Army, Navy, Air
Force, Marine Corps, and joint pool as of
September 30 of the previous year; and

‘“(2) justifying, on a billet-by-billet basis,
the authorization and assignment of each en-
listed aide to each general officer and flag of-
ficer position.”.

(b) REPORT ON REDUCTION IN NUMBER OF EN-
LISTED AIDES AND AUTHORIZATION AND AS-
SIGNMENT PROCEDURES AND DUTIES.—Not
later than June 30, 2015, the Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives a report containing the
following:

(1) A list of the official military and offi-
cial representational duties that each Sec-
retary of a military department—

(A) authorizes enlisted aides to perform on
the personal staffs of officers of an Armed
Force under the jurisdiction of the Secretary
concerned; and
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(B) considers necessary to be performed by
enlisted aides to relieve the officers from
minor duties, which, if performed by the offi-
cers, would be done at the expense of the of-
ficers’ primary military or official duties.

(2) Subject to the limitations in section 981
of title 10, United States Code, the proce-
dures used for allocating authorized enlisted
aides—

(A) between the Army, Navy, Air Force,
and Marine Corps and the joint pool;

(B) within each Armed Force, including the
regulations prescribed by the Secretaries of
the military departments regarding the allo-
cation of enlisted aides; and

(C) within the joint pool.

(3) The justification, on a billet-by-billet
basis, for the authorization and assignment
of each enlisted aide to each general officer
and flag officer position as of September 30,
2014.

(4) Such recommendations as the Secretary
of Defense considers appropriate for changes
to the statutory method of calculating the
authorized number of enlisted aides.

(¢c) REPORT OBJECTIVE.—In developing the
report required by subsection (b), the Sec-
retary of Defense shall have the objective of
reducing the maximum number of enlisted
aides authorized and allocated for general of-
ficers and flag offers by 40, subject to the
validation of duties under subsection (b)(1)
and the billet-by-billet justification of posi-
tions under subsection (b)(3).

(d) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW.—

(1) REVIEW REQUIRED.—The Comptroller
General of the United States shall review the
report submitted by the Secretary of Defense
under subsection (b).

(2) ELEMENTS OF REVIEW.—The review
under paragraph (1) shall include the fol-
lowing:

(A) An assessment of the methodology used
by the Secretary of Defense in satisfying the
requirements imposed by paragraphs (1), (2),
and (3) of subsection (b).

(B) An assessment of the adequacy of the
data used by the Secretary to support the
conclusions contained in the report.

(3) REPORT ON RESULTS OF REVIEW.—Not
later than 180 days after the date on which
the Secretary of Defense submits the report
under subsection (b), the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall submit to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives a report on the review
conducted under paragraph (1).

SEC. 505. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR SUB-
MISSION TO CONGRESS OF ANNUAL
REPORTS ON JOINT OFFICER MAN-
AGEMENT AND PROMOTION POLICY
OBJECTIVES FOR JOINT OFFICERS.

(a) REPEAL OF ANNUAL REPORTS.—

(1) JOINT OFFICER MANAGEMENT.—Section
667 of title 10, United States Code, is re-
pealed.

(2) PROMOTION POLICY OBJECTIVES FOR JOINT
OFFICERS.—Section 662 of such title is
amended—

(A) by striking
and

(B) by striking subsection (b).

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 38 of
such title is amended by striking the item
relating to section 667.

SEC. 506. OPTIONS FOR PHASE II OF JOINT PRO-
FESSIONAL MILITARY EDUCATION.

Section 2154(a)(2) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘consisting of
a joint professional military education cur-
riculum” and all that follows through the
period at the end and inserting the following:
‘‘consisting of—

““(A) a joint professional military edu-
cation curriculum taught in residence at the
Joint Forces Staff College or a senior level
service school that has been designated and

“(a) QUALIFICATIONS.—'’;
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certified by the Secretary of Defense as a
joint professional military education institu-
tion; or

‘““(B) a senior level service course of at
least ten months that has been designated
and certified by the Secretary of Defense as
a joint professional military education
course.”.

SEC. 507. ELIMINATION OF REQUIREMENT THAT
A QUALIFIED AVIATOR OR NAVAL
FLIGHT OFFICER BE IN COMMAND
OF AN INACTIVATED NUCLEAR-POW-
ERED AIRCRAFT CARRIER BEFORE
DECOMMISSIONING.

Section 5942(a) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)”’ after ‘‘(a)’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘(2) Paragraph (1) does not apply to com-
mand of a nuclear-powered aircraft carrier
that has been inactivated for the purpose of
permanent decommissioning and disposal.”.
SEC. 508. REQUIRED CONSIDERATION OF CER-

TAIN ELEMENTS OF COMMAND CLI-
MATE IN PERFORMANCE APPRAIS-
ALS OF COMMANDING OFFICERS.

The Secretary of a military department
shall ensure that the performance appraisal
of a commanding officer in an Armed Force
under the jurisdiction of that Secretary indi-
cates the extent to which the commanding
officer has or has not established a command
climate in which—

(1) allegations of sexual assault are prop-
erly managed and fairly evaluated; and

(2) a victim of criminal activity, including
sexual assault, can report the criminal activ-
ity without fear of retaliation, including os-
tracism and group pressure from other mem-
bers of the command.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component Management

SEC. 511. RETENTION ON THE RESERVE ACTIVE-
STATUS LIST FOLLOWING NON-
SELECTION FOR PROMOTION OF
CERTAIN HEALTH PROFESSIONS OF-
FICERS AND FIRST LIEUTENANTS
AND LIEUTENANTS (JUNIOR GRADE)
PURSUING BACCALAUREATE DE-
GREES.

(a) RETENTION OF CERTAIN FIRST LIEUTEN-
ANTS AND LIEUTENANTS (JUNIOR GRADE) FOL-
LOWING NONSELECTION FOR PROMOTION.—Sub-
section (a)(1) of section 14701 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘A reserve officer of’ and
inserting ‘“(A) A reserve officer of the Army,
Navy, Air Force, or Marine Corps described
in subparagraph (B) who is required to be re-
moved from the reserve active-status list
under section 14504 of this title, or a reserve
officer of”’;

(2) by striking ‘“‘of this title may, subject
to the needs of the service and to section
14509 of this title,” and inserting ‘‘of this
title, may’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraphs:

‘“(B) A reserve officer covered by this sub-
paragraph is a reserve officer of the Army,
Air Force, or Marine Corps who holds the
grade of first lieutenant, or a reserve officer
of the Navy who holds the grade of lieuten-
ant (junior grade), and who—

‘“(i) is a health professions officer; or

‘“(ii) is actively pursuing an undergraduate
program of education leading to a bacca-
laureate degree.

‘(C) The consideration of a reserve officer
for continuation on the reserve active-status
list pursuant to this paragraph is subject to
the needs of the service and to section 14509
of this title.”.

(b) RETENTION OF HEALTH PROFESSIONS OF-
FICERS.—Such section is further amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (¢); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):
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““(b) CONTINUATION OF HEALTH PROFESSIONS
OFFICERS.—(1) Notwithstanding subsection
(a)(6), a health professions officer obligated
to a period of service incurred under section
16201 of this title who is required to be re-
moved from the reserve active-status list
under section 14504, 14505, 14506, or 14507 of
this title and who has not completed a serv-
ice obligation incurred under section 16201 of
this title shall be retained on the reserve ac-
tive-status list until the completion of such
service obligation and then discharged, un-
less sooner retired or discharged under an-
other provision of law.

‘“(2) The Secretary concerned may waive
the applicability of paragraph (1) to any offi-
cer if the Secretary determines that comple-
tion of the service obligation of that officer
is not in the best interest of the service.

““(3) A health professions officer who is
continued on the reserve active-status list
under this subsection who is subsequently
promoted or whose name is on a list of offi-
cers recommended for promotion to the next
higher grade is not required to be discharged
or retired upon completion of the officer’s
service obligation. Such officer may con-
tinue on the reserve active-status list as
other officers of the same grade unless sepa-
rated under another provision of law.”’.

SEC. 512. CONSULTATION WITH CHIEF OF THE
NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU IN SE-
LECTION OF DIRECTORS AND DEP-
UTY DIRECTORS, ARMY NATIONAL
GUARD AND AIR NATIONAL GUARD.

(a) ROLE OF CHIEF OF THE NATIONAL GUARD
BUREAU.—Paragraph (1) of section 10506(a) of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting
“‘(after consultation with the Chief of the
National Guard Bureau)’ after ‘‘selected by
the Secretary of the Army’’; and

(2) in subparagraph (B), by inserting
‘‘(after consultation with the Chief of the
National Guard Bureau)’ after ‘‘selected by
the Secretary of the Air Force”.

(b) CLARIFYING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph (2)
of such section is amended by striking ‘“The
officers so selected’ and inserting ‘‘The Di-
rector and Deputy Director, Army National
Guard, and the Director and Deputy Direc-
tor, Air National Guard,”.

(c) REPEAL OF OBSOLETE PROVISION.—Para-
graph (3) of such section is amended—

(1) by striking subparagraph (D); and

(2) by redesignating subparagraph (E) as
subparagraph (D).

(d) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENTS.—The
amendments made by subsection (a) shall
apply with respect to assignments to the Na-
tional Guard Bureau under section 10506 of
title 10, United States Code, that occur after
the date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 513. CENTRALIZED DATABASE OF INFORMA-
TION ON MILITARY TECHNICIAN PO-
SITIONS.

(a) CENTRALIZED DATABASE REQUIRED.—The
Secretary of Defense shall establish and
maintain a centralized database of informa-
tion on military technician positions that
will contain and set forth current informa-
tion on all military technician positions of
the Armed Forces.

(b) ELEMENTS.—

(1) IDENTIFICATION OF POSITIONS.—The data-
base required by subsection (a) shall identify
each military technician position, whether
dual-status or non-dual status.

(2) ADDITIONAL DETAILS.—For each military
technician position identified pursuant to
paragraph (1), the database required by sub-
section (a) shall include the following:

(A) A description of the functions of the
position.

(B) A statement of the military necessity
for the position.

(C) A statement of whether the position
is—
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(i) a general administration, clerical, or of-
fice service occupation; or

(ii) directly related to the maintenance of
military readiness.

(c) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall establish the database required
by subsection (a) in consultation with the
Secretaries of the military departments.

(d) IMPLEMENTATION REPORT.—Not later
than September 1, 2015, the Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives a report describing the
progress made in establishing the database
required by subsection (a).

SEC. 514. REPORT ON MANAGEMENT OF PER-
SONNEL RECORDS OF MEMBERS OF
THE NATIONAL GUARD.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than De-
cember 1, 2015, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives a report regarding the manage-
ment of personnel records of members of the
Army National Guard of the United States
and the Air Guard of the United States.

(b) ELEMENTS OF REPORT.—In preparing the
report under subsection (a), the Secretary of
Defense shall assess the following:

(1) The roles and responsibilities of States
and Federal agencies in the management of
the records of members of the Army Na-
tional Guard of the United States and the
Air Guard of the United States.

(2) The extent to which States have
digitized the records of National Guard mem-
bers.

(3) The extent to which States and Federal
agencies have the capability to share
digitized records of National Guard mem-
bers.

(4) The measures required to correct defi-
ciencies, if any, noted by the Secretary of
Defense in the capability of Federal agencies
to effectively manage the records of Na-
tional Guard members.

(6) The authorities, responsibilities, proc-
esses, and procedures for the maintenance
and disposition of the records of National
Guard members who—

(A) are discharged or separated from the
National Guard;

(B) are transferred to the Retired Reserve;
or

(C) but for age, would be eligible for retired
or retainer pay.

Subtitle C—General Service Authorities
SEC. 521. ENHANCEMENT OF PARTICIPATION OF

MENTAL HEALTH PROFESSIONALS
IN BOARDS FOR CORRECTION OF
MILITARY RECORDS AND BOARDS
FOR REVIEW OF DISCHARGE OR DIS-
MISSAL OF MEMBERS OF THE
ARMED FORCES.

(a) BOARDS FOR CORRECTION OF MILITARY
RECORDS.—Section 1552 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-
section (h); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing new subsection (g):

“(g) Any medical advisory opinion issued
to a board established under subsection (a)(1)
with respect to a member or former member
of the armed forces who was diagnosed while
serving in the armed forces as experiencing a
mental health disorder shall include the
opinion of a clinical psychologist or psychia-
trist if the request for correction of records
concerned relates to a mental health dis-
order.”.

(b) BOARDS FOR REVIEW OF DISCHARGE OR
DISMISSAL.—

(1) REVIEW FOR CERTAIN FORMER MEMBERS
WITH PTSD OR TBI.—Subsection (d)(1) of sec-
tion 1553 of such title is amended by striking
‘“‘physician, clinical psychologist, or psychia-
trist’” the second place it appears and insert-
ing ‘“‘clinical psychologist or psychiatrist, or
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a physician with training on mental health
issues connected with post traumatic stress
disorder or traumatic brain injury (as appli-
cable)”’.

(2) REVIEW FOR CERTAIN FORMER MEMBERS
WITH MENTAL HEALTH DIAGNOSES.—Such sec-
tion is further amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

‘‘(e) In the case of a former member of the
armed forces (other than a former member
covered by subsection (d)) who was diagnosed
while serving in the armed forces as experi-
encing a mental health disorder, a board es-
tablished under this section to review the
former member’s discharge or dismissal shall
include a member who is a clinical psycholo-
gist or psychiatrist, or a physician with spe-
cial training on mental health disorders.”’.
SEC. 522. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO CON-

DUCT PROGRAMS ON CAREER FLEXI-
BILITY TO ENHANCE RETENTION OF
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) EXTENSION OF PROGRAM AUTHORITY.—
Subsection (m) of section 533 of the Duncan
Hunter National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2009 (Public Law 110-417; 10
U.S.C. prec. 701 note) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘(1) before ‘‘“No member’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2015’ and in-
serting ‘‘December 31, 2019°’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘(2) A member may not be reactivated to
active duty in the Armed Forces under a
pilot program conducted under this section
after December 31, 2022."".

(b) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Subsection
(k) of such section is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘“‘and 2017
and inserting ‘2017, and 2019’;

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘“March 1,
2019’ and inserting ‘‘March 1, 2023’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘“(4) ADDITIONAL ELEMENTS FOR FINAL RE-
PORT.—In addition to the elements required
by paragraph (3), the final report under this
subsection shall include the following:

““(A) A description of the costs to each
military department of each pilot program
conducted under this section.

‘“(B) A description of the reasons why
members choose to participate in the pilot
programs.

“(C) A description of the members who did
not return to active duty at the conclusion
of their inactivation from active duty under
the pilot programs, and a statement of the
reasons why the members did not return to
active duty.

‘(D) A statement whether members were
required to perform inactive duty training as
part of their participation in the pilot pro-
grams, and if so, a description of the mem-
bers who were required to perform such inac-
tive duty training, a statement of the rea-
sons why the members were required to per-
form such inactive duty training, and a de-
scription of how often the members were re-
quired to perform such inactive duty train-
ing.”.

SEC. 523. PROVISION OF INFORMATION TO MEM-
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES ON
PRIVACY RIGHTS RELATING TO RE-
CEIPT OF MENTAL HEALTH SERV-
ICES.

(a) PROVISION OF INFORMATION REQUIRED.—
The Secretaries of the military departments
shall ensure that the information described
in subsection (b) is provided—

(1) to each officer candidate during initial
training;

(2) to each recruit during basic training;
and

(3) to other members of the Armed Forces
at such times as the Secretary of Defense
considers appropriate.

(b) REQUIRED INFORMATION.—The informa-
tion required to be provided under subsection
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(a) shall include information on the applica-
bility of the Department of Defense Instruc-
tion on Privacy of Individually Identifiable
Health Information in DoD Health Care Pro-
grams and other regulations regarding pri-
vacy prescribed pursuant to the Health In-
surance Portability and Accountability Act
of 1996 (Public Law 104-191) to records re-
garding a member of the Armed Forces seek-
ing and receiving mental health services.

SEC. 524. REMOVAL OF ARTIFICIAL BARRIERS TO

THE SERVICE OF WOMEN IN THE
ARMED FORCES.

(a) ROLE OF SECRETARY OF DEFENSE IN DE-
VELOPMENT OF GENDER-NEUTRAL OCCUPA-
TIONAL STANDARDS.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall ensure that the gender-neutral
occupational standards being developed by
the Secretaries of the military departments
pursuant to section 543 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994
(Public Law 103-160; 10 U.S.C. 113 note), as
amended by section 523 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014
(Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 756)—

(1) accurately predict performance of ac-
tual, regular, and recurring duties of a mili-
tary occupation; and

(2) are applied equitably to measure indi-
vidual capabilities.

(b) FEMALE PERSONAL PROTECTION GEAR.—
The Secretary of Defense shall direct each
Secretary of a military department to take
immediate steps to ensure that combat
equipment distributed to female members of
the Armed Forces—

(1) is properly designed and fitted; and

(2) meets required standards for wear and
survivability.

(¢) REVIEW OF OUTREACH AND RECRUITMENT
EFFORTS FOCUSED ON OFFICERS.—

(1) REVIEW REQUIRED.—The Comptroller
General of United States shall conduct a re-
view of Services’ Outreach and Recruitment
Efforts gauged toward women representation
in the officer corps.

(2) ELEMENTS OF REVIEW.—In conducting
the review under this subsection, the Comp-
troller General shall—

(A) identify and evaluate current initia-
tives the Armed Forces are using to increase
accession of women into the officer corps;

(B) identify new recruiting efforts to in-
crease accessions of women into the officer
corps specifically at the military service
academies, Officer Candidate Schools, Offi-
cer Training Schools, the Academy of Mili-
tary Science, and Reserve Officer Training
Corps; and

(C) identify efforts, resources, and funding
required to increase military service acad-
emy accessions by women.

(3) SUBMISSION OF RESULTS.—Not later than
October 1, 2015, the Comptroller General
shall submit to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives a report containing the results
of the review under this subsection.

Subtitle D—Military Justice, Including Sex-
ual Assault and Domestic Violence Preven-
tion and Response

SEC. 531. TECHNICAL REVISIONS AND CLARIFICA-

TIONS OF CERTAIN PROVISIONS IN
THE NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHOR-
IZATION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2014
RELATING TO THE MILITARY JUS-
TICE SYSTEM.

(a) REVISIONS OF ARTICLE 32 AND ARTICLE
60, UNIFORM CODE OF MILITARY JUSTICE.—

(1) EXPLICIT AUTHORITY FOR CONVENING AU-
THORITY TO TAKE ACTION ON FINDINGS OF A
COURT-MARTIAL WITH RESPECT TO A QUALI-
FYING OFFENSE.—Paragraph (3) of subsection
(c) of section 860 of title 10, United States
Code (article 60 of the Uniform Code of Mili-
tary Justice), as amended by section 1702(b)
of the National Defense Authorization Act of
2014 (Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 955), is
amended—
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(A) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘“‘and
may be taken only with respect to a quali-
fying offense’’ after ‘‘is not required’’;

(B) in subparagraph (B)(i)—

(i) by striking ¢, other than a charge or
specification for a qualifying offense,”’; and

(ii) by inserting ¢, but may take such ac-
tion with respect to a qualifying offense”’
after ‘‘thereto’’; and

(C) in subparagraph (B)(ii)—

(i) by striking ‘‘, other than a charge or
specification for a qualifying offense,”’; and

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, but may take such ac-
tion with respect to a qualifying offense” be-
fore the period.

(2) CLARIFICATION OF APPLICABILITY OF RE-
QUIREMENT FOR EXPLANATION IN WRITING FOR
MODIFICATION TO FINDINGS OF A COURT-MAR-
TIAL.—Paragraph (3)(C) of subsection (c¢) of
section 860 of title 10, United States Code
(article 60 of the Uniform Code of Military
Justice), as amended by section 1702(b) of the
National Defense Authorization Act of 2014
(Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 955), is amended
by striking ‘‘(other than a qualifying of-
fense)”’.

(3) VICTIM SUBMISSION OF MATTERS FOR CON-
SIDERATION BY CONVENING AUTHORITY DURING
CLEMENCY PHASE OF COURTS-MARTIAL PROC-
ESS.—Subsection (d) of section 860 of title 10,
United States Code (article 60 of the Uniform
Code of Military Justice), as added by sec-
tion 1706(a) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act of Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law
113-66; 127 Stat. 960), is amended—

(A) in paragraph (2)(A)—

(i) in clause (i), by inserting ‘¢, if applica-
ble” after ‘‘(article 54(e))”’; and

(ii) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘if applica-
ble,”’; and

(B) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘loss’ and
inserting ‘‘harm’’.

(4) RESTORATION OF WAIVER OF ARTICLE 32
HEARINGS BY THE ACCUSED.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 832(a)(1) of title
10, United States Code (article 32(a)(1) of the
Uniform Code of Military Justice), as amend-
ed by section 1702(a)(1) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014
(Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 954), is amended
by inserting ‘‘, unless such hearing is waived
by the accused’ after ‘“‘preliminary hearing’’.

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
834(a)(2) of such title (article 34(a)(2) of the
Uniform Code of Military Justice), as amend-
ed by section 1702(¢c)(3)(B) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014
(Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 957), is amended
by inserting ‘‘(if there is such a report)”
after ‘‘a preliminary hearing under section
832 of this title (article 32)”.

() NON-APPLICABILITY OF PROHIBITION ON
PRE-TRIAL AGREEMENTS FOR CERTAIN OF-
FENSES WITH MANDATORY MINIMUM SEN-
TENCES.—Section 860(c)(4)(C)(ii) of title 10,
United States Code (article 60(c)(4)(C)(ii) of
the Uniform Code of Military Justice), as
amended by section 1702(b) of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2014 (Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 955), is
amended by inserting ‘‘pursuant to section
856(b) of this title (article 56(b))” after ‘‘ap-
plies”.

(b) DEFENSE COUNSEL INTERVIEW OF VICTIM
OF AN ALLEGED SEX-RELATED OFFENSE.—

(1) REQUESTS TO INTERVIEW VICTIM THROUGH
COUNSEL.—Subsection (b)(1) of section 846 of
title 10, United States Code (article 46(b) of
the Uniform Code of Military Justice), as
amended by section 1704 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014
(Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 958), is amended
by striking ‘‘through trial counsel” and in-
serting ‘‘through the Special Victims’ Coun-
sel or other counsel for the victim, if appli-
cable”.

(2) CORRECTION OF REFERENCES TO TRIAL
COUNSEL.—Such section is further amended
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by striking ‘‘trial counsel” each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘counsel for the Govern-
ment”’.

(3) CORRECTION OF REFERENCES TO DEFENSE
COUNSEL.—Such section is further amended—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘DEFENSE
COUNSEL’’ and inserting ‘‘COUNSEL FOR AC-
CUSED”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘defense counsel” each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘counsel for
the accused”.

() SPECIAL VICTIMS’ COUNSEL FOR VICTIMS
OF SEX-RELATED OFFENSES.—Section 1044e of
title 10, United States Code, as added by sec-
tion 1716(a) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law
113-66; 127 Stat. 966), is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(4), by striking ‘‘the
Department of Defense’ and inserting ‘‘the
United States”;

(2) in subsection (d)(2), by inserting *‘, and
within the Marine Corps, by the Staff Judge
Advocate to the Commandant of the Marine
Corps’ after ‘‘employed’’; and

(3) in subsection (e)(1), by inserting ‘‘con-
cerned” after ‘‘jurisdiction of the Sec-
retary’’.

(d) REPEAL OF OFFENSE OF CONSENSUAL
SopoMY UNDER THE UNIFORM CODE OF MILI-
TARY JUSTICE.—

(1) CLARIFICATION OF DEFINITION OF FORC-
IBLE SODOMY.—Section 925(a) of title 10,
United States Code (article 125(a) of the Uni-
form Code of Military Justice), as amended
by section 1707 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act of Fiscal Year 2014 (Public
Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 961), is amended by
striking ‘‘force’” and inserting ‘‘unlawful
force™.

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(A) ARTICLE 43.—Section 843(b)(2)(B) of such
title (article 43(b)(2)(B) of the Uniform Code
of Military Justice) is amended—

(i) in clause (iii), by striking ‘“‘Sodomy”’
and inserting ‘‘Forcible sodomy’’; and

(ii) in clause (v), by striking ‘‘sodomy’’ and
inserting ‘‘forcible sodomy”’.

(B) ARTICLE 118.—Section 918(4) of such title
(article 118(4) of the Uniform Code of Mili-
tary Justice) is amended by striking ‘‘sod-
omy’’ and inserting ‘‘forcible sodomy”’.

(e) CLARIFICATION OF SCOPE OF PROSPECTIVE
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES FOR PUR-
POSES OF INAPPROPRIATE AND PROHIBITED RE-
LATIONSHIPS.—Section 1741(e)(2) of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 977; 10
U.S.C. prec. 501 note) is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘who is pursuing or has recently pursued
becoming a member of the Armed Forces
and’ after ‘‘a person’’.

(f) EXTENSION OF CRIME VICTIMS’ RIGHTS TO
VICTIMS OF OFFENSES UNDER THE UNIFORM
CODE OF MILITARY JUSTICE.—

(1) CLARIFICATION OF LIMITATION ON DEFINI-
TION OF VICTIM TO NATURAL PERSONS.—Sub-
section (b) of section 806b of title 10, United
States Code (article 6b of the Uniform Code
of Military Justice), as added by section 1701
of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66; 127
Stat. 952), is amended by striking ‘‘a person’’
and inserting ‘“‘an individual’’.

(2) CLARIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO APPOINT
INDIVIDUALS TO ASSUME RIGHTS OF CERTAIN
VICTIMS.—Subsection (¢) of such section is
amended—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘“‘LEGAL
GUARDIAN” and inserting ‘‘APPOINTMENT OF
INDIVIDUALS TO ASSUME RIGHTS’’;

(B) by inserting ‘‘(but who is not a member
of the armed forces)’’ after ‘‘under 18 years of
age’’;

(C) by striking ‘‘designate a legal guardian
from among the representatives’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘designate a representative’’;

(D) by striking ‘‘other suitable person’ and
inserting ‘‘another suitable individual’’; and
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(E) by striking ‘‘the person’’ and inserting
“the individual”.

(g) REVISION TO EFFECTIVE DATES TO FA-
CILITATE TRANSITION TO REVISED RULES FOR
PRELIMINARY HEARING REQUIREMENTS AND
CONVENING AUTHORITY ACTION POST-CONVIC-
TION.—

(1) EFFECTIVE DATE FOR AMENDMENTS RE-
LATED TO ARTICLE 32.—Effective as of Decem-
ber 26, 2013, and as if included therein as en-
acted, section 1702(d)(1) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014
(Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 958; 10 U.S.C. 802
note, 832 note) is amended by striking ‘‘one
year after’” and all that follows through the
end of the sentence and inserting ‘‘on the
later of December 26, 2014, or the date of the
enactment of the Carl Levin and Howard P.
‘Buck’ McKeon National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2015 and shall apply
with respect to preliminary hearings con-
ducted on or after that effective date.”.

(2) TRANSITION RULE FOR AMENDMENTS RE-
LATED TO ARTICLE 60.—

(A) TRANSITION RULE.—Section 1702(d)(2) of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat.
958; 10 U.S.C. 860 note) is amended—

(i) by striking ‘“The amendments’ and in-
serting ‘‘(A) Except as provided in subpara-
graph (B), the amendments’’; and

(ii) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

“(B) With respect to the findings and sen-
tence of a court-martial that includes both a
conviction for an offense committed before
the effective date specified in subparagraph
(A) and a conviction for an offense com-
mitted on or after that effective date, the
convening authority shall have the same au-
thority to take action on such findings and
sentence as was in effect on the day before
such effective date, except with respect to a
mandatory minimum sentence under section
856(b) of title 10, United States Code (article
56(b) of the Uniform Code of Military Jus-
tice).”.

(B) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENTS.—The
amendments made by subparagraph (A) shall
not apply to the findings and sentence of a
court-martial with respect to which the con-
vening authority has taken action before the
date that is 30 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

SEC. 532. ORDERING OF DEPOSITIONS UNDER
THE UNIFORM CODE OF MILITARY
JUSTICE.

Subsection (a) of section 849 of title 10,
United States Code (article 49 of the Uniform
Code of Military Justice), is amended to read
as follows:

‘“(a)(1) At any time after charges have been
signed as provided in section 830 of this title
(article 30), oral or written depositions may
be ordered as follows:

‘“(A) Before referral of such charges for
trial, by the convening authority who has
such charges for disposition.

‘(B) After referral of such charges for
trial, by the convening authority or the mili-
tary judge hearing the case.

‘(2) An authority authorized to order a
deposition under paragraph (1) may order the
deposition at the request of any party, but
only if the party demonstrates that, due to
exceptional circumstances, it is in the inter-
est of justice that the testimony of the pro-
spective witness be taken and preserved for
use at a preliminary hearing under section
832 of this title (article 32) or a court-mar-
tial.

“(3) If a deposition is to be taken before
charges are referred for trial, the authority
under paragraph (1)(A) may designate com-
missioned officers as counsel for the Govern-
ment and counsel for the accused, and may
authorize those officers to take the deposi-
tion of any witness.”’.
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SEC. 533. ACCESS TO SPECIAL VICTIMS’ COUN-
SEL.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section
1044e of title 10, United States Code, is
amended to read as follows:

‘‘(a) DESIGNATION; PURPOSES.—(1) The Sec-
retary concerned shall designate legal coun-
sel (to be known as ‘Special Victims’ Coun-
sel’) for the purpose of providing legal assist-
ance to an individual described in paragraph
(2) who is the victim of an alleged sex-re-
lated offense, regardless of whether the re-
port of that offense is restricted or unre-
stricted.

‘“(2) An individual described in this para-
graph is any of the following:

““(A) An individual eligible for military
legal assistance under section 1044 of this
title.

‘(B) An individual who is—

‘(i) not covered under subparagraph (A);

‘(ii) a member of a reserve component of
the armed forces; and

‘“(iii) a victim of an alleged sex-related of-
fense as described in paragraph (1)—

‘(D during a period in which the individual
served on active duty, full-time National
Guard duty, or inactive-duty training; or

‘“(IT) during any period, regardless of the
duty status of the individual, if the cir-
cumstances of the alleged sex-related offense
have a nexus to the military service of the
victim, as determined under regulations pre-
scribed by the Secretary of Defense.”’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Subsection
(f) of such section is amended by striking
‘“‘eligible for military legal assistance under
section 1044 of this title” each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘described in subsection
(a)2)”.

SEC. 534. ENHANCEMENT OF VICTIMS’ RIGHTS IN
CONNECTION WITH PROSECUTION
OF CERTAIN SEX-RELATED OF-
FENSES.

(a) REPRESENTATION BY SPECIAL VICTIMS’
COUNSEL.—Section 1044e(b)(6) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking
‘““Accompanying the victim” and inserting
“Representing the victim”.

(b) CONSULTATION REGARDING VICTIM’S
PREFERENCE IN PROSECUTION VENUE.—

(1) CONSULTATION PROCESS REQUIRED.—The
Secretary of Defense shall establish a proc-
ess to ensure consultation with the victim of
an alleged sex-related offense that occurs in
the United States to solicit the victim’s pref-
erence regarding whether the offense should
be prosecuted by court-martial or in a civil-
ian court with jurisdiction over the offense.

(2) CONVENING AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION OF
PREFERENCE.—The preference expressed by
the victim of an alleged sex-related offense
under paragraph (1) regarding the prosecu-
tion of the offense, while not binding, should
be considered by the convening authority in
making the determination regarding wheth-
er to refer the charge or specification for the
offense to a court-martial for trial.

(3) NOTICE TO APPROPRIATE JURISDICTION OF
VICTIM’S PREFERENCE FOR CIVILIAN PROSECU-
TION.—If the victim of an alleged sex-related
offense expresses a preference under para-
graph (1) for prosecution of the offense in a
civilian court, the convening authority de-
scribed in paragraph (2) shall ensure that the
civilian authority with jurisdiction over the
offense is notified of the victim’s preference
for civilian prosecution.

(4) NOTICE TO VICTIM OF STATUS OF CIVILIAN
PROSECUTION WHEN VICTIM EXPRESSES PREF-
ERENCE FOR CIVILIAN PROSECUTION.—Fol-
lowing notification of the civilian authority
with jurisdiction over an alleged sex-related
offense of the preference of the victim of the
offense for prosecution of the offense in a ci-
vilian court, the convening authority shall
be responsible for notifying the victim if the
convening authority learns of any decision
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by the civilian authority to prosecute or not
prosecute the offence in a civilian court.

(c) MODIFICATION OF MANUAL FOR COURTS-
MARTIAL.—Not later than 180 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, Part III of
the Manual for Courts-Martial shall be modi-
fied to provide that when a victim of an al-
leged sex-related offense has a right to be
heard in connection with the prosecution of
the alleged sex-related such offense, the vic-
tim may exercise that right through counsel,
including through a Special Victims’ Coun-
sel under section 1044e of title 10, United
States Code (as amended by subsection (a)).

(d) NOTICE TO COUNSEL ON SCHEDULING OF
PROCEEDINGS.—The Secretary  concerned
shall establish policies and procedures de-
signed to ensure that any counsel of the vic-
tim of an alleged sex-related offense, includ-
ing a Special Victims’ Counsel under section
1044e of title 10, United States Code (as
amended by subsection (a)), is provided
prompt and adequate notice of the sched-
uling of any hearing, trial, or other pro-
ceeding in connection with the prosecution
of such offense in order to permit such coun-
sel the opportunity to prepare for such pro-
ceeding.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘alleged sex-related offense”
has the meaning given that term in section
1044e(g) of title 10, United States Code.

(2) The term ‘‘Secretary concerned’” has
the meaning given that term in section
101(a)(9) of such title.

SEC. 535. ENFORCEMENT OF CRIME VICTIMS’
RIGHTS RELATED TO PROTECTIONS
AFFORDED BY CERTAIN MILITARY
RULES OF EVIDENCE.

Section 806b of title 10, United States Code
(article 6b of the Uniform Code of Military
Justice), is amended by adding at the end the
following new subsection:

‘() ENFORCEMENT BY COURT OF CRIMINAL
APPEALS.—(1) If the victim of an offense
under this chapter believes that a court-mar-
tial ruling violates the victim’s rights af-
forded by a Military Rule of Evidence speci-
fied in paragraph (2), the victim may peti-
tion the Court of Criminal Appeals for a writ
of mandamus to require the court-martial to
comply with the Military Rule of Evidence.

‘(2) Paragraph (1) applies with respect to
the protections afforded by the following:

““(A) Military Rule of Evidence 513, relat-
ing to the psychotherapist-patient privilege.

‘(B) Military Rule of Evidence 412, relating
to the admission of evidence regarding a vic-
tim’s sexual background.”’.

SEC. 536. MODIFICATION OF MILITARY RULES OF
EVIDENCE RELATING TO ADMISSI-
BILITY OF GENERAL MILITARY
CHARACTER TOWARD PROBABILITY
OF INNOCENCE.

(a) MODIFICATION REQUIRED.—Not later
than 180 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act, Rule 404(a) of the Military Rules
of Evidence shall be amended to provide that
the general military character of an accused
is not admissible for the purpose of showing
the probability of innocence of the accused
for an offense specified in subsection (b).

(b) COVERED OFFENSES.—Subsection (a) ap-
plies to the following offenses under chapter
47 of title 10, United States Code (the Uni-
form Code of Military Justice):

(1) An offense under sections 920 through
923a of such title (articles 120 through 123a).

(2) An offense under sections 925 through
927 of such title (articles 125 through 127).

(3) An offense under sections 929 through
932 of such title (articles 129 through 132).

(4) Any other offense under such chapter
(the Uniform Code of Military Justice) in
which evidence of the general military char-
acter of the accused is not relevant to an ele-
ment of an offense for which the accused has
been charged.
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(5) An attempt to commit an offense or a
conspiracy to commit an offense specified in
a preceding paragraph as punishable under
section 880 or 881 of such title (article 80 or
81).

SEC. 537. MODIFICATION OF RULE 513 OF THE
MILITARY RULES OF EVIDENCE, RE-
LATING TO THE PRIVILEGE AGAINST
DISCLOSURE OF COMMUNICATIONS
BETWEEN PSYCHOTHERAPISTS AND
PATIENTS.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, Rule 513 of the
Military Rules of Evidence shall be modified
as follows:

(1) To include communications with other
licensed mental health professionals within
the communications covered by the privi-
lege.

(2) To strike the current exception to the
privilege contained in subparagraph (d)(8) of
Rule 513.

(3) To require a party seeking production
or admission of records or communications
protected by the privilege—

(A) to show a specific factual basis dem-
onstrating a reasonable likelihood that the
records or communications would yield evi-
dence admissible under an exception to the
privilege;

(B) to demonstrate by a preponderance of
the evidence that the requested information
meets one of the enumerated exceptions to
the privilege;

(C) to show that the information sought is
not merely cumulative of other information
available; and

(D) to show that the party made reason-
able efforts to obtain the same or substan-
tially similar information through non-privi-
leged sources.

(4) To authorize the military judge to con-
duct a review in camera of records or commu-
nications only when—

(A) the moving party has met its burden as
established pursuant to paragraph (3); and

(B) an examination of the information is
necessary to rule on the production or ad-
missibility of protected records or commu-
nications.

(5) To require that any production or dis-
closure permitted by the military judge be
narrowly tailored to only the specific records
or communications, or portions of such
records or communications, that meet the
requirements for one of the enumerated ex-
ceptions to the privilege and are included in
the stated purpose for which the such
records or communications are sought.

SEC. 538. MODIFICATION OF DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE POLICY ON RETENTION OF
EVIDENCE IN A SEXUAL ASSAULT
CASE TO PERMIT RETURN OF PER-
SONAL PROPERTY UPON COMPLE-
TION OF RELATED PROCEEDINGS.

Section 586 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public
Law 112-81; 125 Stat. 1434; 10 U.S.C. 1561 note)
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(f) RETURN OF PERSONAL PROPERTY UPON
COMPLETION OF RELATED PROCEEDINGS.—Not-
withstanding subsection (c)(4)(A), personal
property retained as evidence in connection
with an incident of sexual assault involving
a member of the Armed Forces may be re-
turned to the rightful owner of such property
after the conclusion of all legal, adverse ac-
tion, and administrative proceedings related
to such incident.”.

SEC. 539. REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO SEXUAL
ASSAULT FORENSIC EXAMINERS
FOR THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) PERSONNEL ELIGIBLE FOR ASSIGNMENT.—

(1) SPECIFIED PERSONNEL.—Except as pro-
vided in paragraph (2), an individual who
may be assigned to duty as a Sexual Assault
Forensic Examiner (SAFE) for the Armed
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Forces is limited to members of the Armed
Forces and civilian employees of the Depart-
ment of Defense who are also one of the fol-
lowing:

(A) A physician.

(B) A nurse practitioner.

(C) A nurse midwife.

(D) A physician assistant.

(E) A registered nurse.

(2) INDEPENDENT DUTY CORPSMEN.—AnN inde-
pendent duty corpsman or equivalent may be
assigned to duty as a Sexual Assault Foren-
sic Examiner for the Armed Forces if the as-
signment of an individual specified in para-
graph (1) is impracticable.

(b) TRAINING AND CERTIFICATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall establish and maintain, and update
when appropriate, a training and certifi-
cation program for Sexual Assault Forensic
Examiners. The training and certification
programs shall apply uniformly to all Sexual
Assault Forensic Examiners under the juris-
diction of the Secretaries of the military de-
partments.

(2) ELEMENTS.—Each training and certifi-
cation program under this subsection shall
include training in sexual assault forensic
examinations by qualified personnel who
possess—

(A) a Sexual Assault Nurse Examiner—
Adult/Adolescent (SANE-A) certification or
equivalent certification; or

(B) training and clinical or forensic experi-
ence in sexual assault forensic examinations
similar to that required for a certification
described in subparagraph (A).

(3) NATURE OF TRAINING.—The training pro-
vided under each training and certification
program under this subsection shall incor-
porate and reflect current best practices and
standards on sexual assault forensic exami-
nations.

(4) APPLICABILITY OF TRAINING REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Effective beginning one year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, an in-
dividual may not be assigned to duty as a
Sexual Assault Forensic Examiner for the
Armed Forces unless the individual has com-
pleted, by the date of such assignment, all
training required under the training and cer-
tification program under this subsection.

(c) REPORT ON TRAINING AND QUALIFICA-
TIONS OF SEXUAL ASSAULT FORENSIC EXAM-
INERS.—

(1) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
Defense shall prepare a report on the ade-
quacy of the training and qualifications of
each member of the Armed Forces and civil-
ian employee of the Department of Defense
who is assigned responsibilities of a Sexual
Assault Forensic Examiner.

(2) REPORT ELEMENTS.—The report shall in-
clude the following:

(A) An assessment of the adequacy of the
training and certifications required for the
members and employees described in para-
graph (1).

(B) Such improvements as the Secretary of
Defense considers appropriate in the process
used to select and assign members and em-
ployees to positions that include responsi-
bility for sexual assault forensic examina-
tions.

(C) Such improvements as the Secretary
considers appropriate for training and certi-
fying member and employees that perform
sexual assault forensic examinations.

(3) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit the re-
port to the Committees on Armed Services of
the House of Representatives and the Senate.

(d) CONFORMING AND CLERICAL AMEND-
MENTS.—

(1) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Subsection
(b) of section 1725 of the National Defense
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Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Pub-
lic Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 971) is amended—

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking
“NURSE EXAMINERS’ and inserting ‘‘FOREN-
SIC EXAMINERS”’;

(B) in paragraphs (1) and (2), by striking
‘“‘sexual assault nurse examiner’ each place
it appears and inserting ‘‘Sexual Assault Fo-
rensic Examiner’’;

(C) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘“‘sexual as-
sault nurse examiners’” and inserting ‘‘Sex-
ual Assault Forensic Examiners’; and

(D) by striking paragraph (3).

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The heading of
such section is amended by striking ‘‘NURSE
EXAMINERS’’ and inserting ‘‘FORENSIC EXAM-
INERS’’.

SEC. 540. MODIFICATION OF TERM OF JUDGES OF
THE UNITED STATES COURT OF AP-
PEALS FOR THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) MODIFICATION OF TERMS.—Section
942(b)(2) of title 10, United States Code (arti-
cle 142(b)(2) of the Uniform Code of Military
Justice), is amended-

(1) in subparagraph (A)—

(A) by striking ‘‘March 31 and inserting
“January 31°’;

(B) by striking ‘‘October 1 and inserting
“July 31”; and

(C) by striking ‘“‘September 30’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘July 31”; and

(2) in subparagraph (B)—

(A) by striking ‘‘September 30’ each place
it appears and inserting ‘“‘July 31’’; and

(B) by striking ‘“‘April 17 and inserting
“February 1.

(b) SAVING PROVISION.—NoO person who is
serving as a judge of the court on the date of
the enactment of this Act, and no survivor of
any such person, shall be deprived of any an-
nuity provided by section 945 of title 10,
United States Code, by the operation of the
amendments made by subsection (a).

SEC. 541. REVIEW OF DECISIONS NOT TO REFER
CHARGES OF CERTAIN SEX-RELATED
OFFENSES FOR TRIAL BY COURT-
MARTIAL IF REQUESTED BY CHIEF
PROSECUTOR.

Section 1744(c) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public
Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 981; 10 U.S.C. 834 note)
is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘(c)” and all that follows
through “‘In any case where’”’ and inserting
the following:

“(c) REVIEW OF CERTAIN CASES NOT RE-
FERRED TO COURT-MARTIAL.—

(1) CASES NOT REFERRED FOLLOWING STAFF
JUDGE ADVOCATE RECOMMENDATION FOR RE-
FERRAL FOR TRIAL.—In any case where’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

¢“(2) CASES NOT REFERRED BY CONVENING AU-
THORITY UPON REQUEST FOR REVIEW BY CHIEF
PROSECUTOR.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In any case where a con-
vening authority decides not to refer a
charge of a sex-related offense to trial by
court-martial, the Secretary of the military
department concerned shall review the deci-
sion as a superior authority authorized to
exercise general court-martial convening au-
thority if the chief prosecutor of the Armed
Force concerned, in response to a request by
the detailed counsel for the Government, re-
quests review of the decision by the Sec-
retary.

‘(B) CHIEF PROSECUTOR DEFINED.—In this
paragraph, the term ‘chief prosecutor’ means
the chief prosecutor or equivalent position of
an Armed Force, or, if an Armed Force does
not have a chief prosecutor or equivalent po-
sition, such other trial counsel as shall be
designated by the Judge Advocate General of
that Armed Force, or in the case of the Ma-
rine Corps, the Staff Judge Advocate to the
Commandant of the Marine Corps.”’.
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SEC. 542. ANALYSIS AND ASSESSMENT OF DIS-
POSITION OF MOST SERIOUS OF-
FENSES IDENTIFIED IN UNRE-
STRICTED REPORTS ON SEXUAL AS-
SAULTS IN ANNUAL REPORTS ON
SEXUAL ASSAULTS IN THE ARMED
FORCES.

(a) SUBMITTAL TO SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
OF INFORMATION ON EACH ARMED FORCE.—
Subsection (b) of section 1631 of the Ike Skel-
ton National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2011 (10 U.S.C. 1561 note) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

‘(11) An analysis of the disposition of the
most serious offenses occurring during sex-
ual assaults committed by members of the
Armed Force during the year covered by the
report, as identified in unrestricted reports
of sexual assault by any members of the
Armed Forces, including the numbers of re-
ports identifying offenses that were disposed
of by each of the following:

‘““(A) Conviction by court-martial, includ-
ing a separate statement of the most serious
charge preferred and the most serious charge
for which convicted.

‘“(B) Acquittal of all charges at court-mar-
tial.

‘(C) Non-judicial punishment under sec-
tion 815 of title 10, United States Code (arti-
cle 15 of the Uniform Code of Military Jus-
tice).

‘(D) Administrative action, including by
each type of administrative action imposed.

‘“(E) Dismissal of all charges, including by
reason for dismissal and by stage of pro-
ceedings in which dismissal occurred.”.

(b) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE ASSESSMENT OF
INFORMATION IN REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Sub-
section (d) of such section is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘“‘and” at
the end;

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3);

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (2):

‘“(2) an assessment of the information sub-
mitted to the Secretary pursuant to sub-
section (b)(11); and’’; and

(4) in paragraph (3), as redesignated by
paragraph (2) of this subsection, by inserting
“‘other’ before ‘‘assessments’.

(¢c) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENTS.—The
amendments made by this section shall take
effect on the date of the enactment of this
Act and apply beginning with the report re-
garding sexual assaults involving members
of the Armed Forces required to be sub-
mitted by March 1, 2015, under section 1631 of
the Ike Skelton National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2011.

SEC. 543. PLAN FOR LIMITED USE OF CERTAIN IN-
FORMATION ON SEXUAL ASSAULTS
IN RESTRICTED REPORTS BY MILI-
TARY CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIVE OR-
GANIZATIONS.

(a) PLAN REQUIRED.—Not later than one
year after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
the Committees on Armed Services of the
Senate and the House of Representatives a
plan that will allow an individual who files a
restricted report on an incident of sexual as-
sault to elect to permit a military criminal
investigative organization, on a confidential
basis and without affecting the restricted na-
ture of the report, to access certain informa-
tion in the report, including identifying in-
formation of the alleged perpetrator if avail-
able, for the purpose of identifying individ-
uals who are suspected of perpetrating mul-
tiple sexual assaults.

(b) PLAN ELEMENTS.—The plan required by
subsection (a) shall include the following:

(1) An explanation of how the military
criminal investigative organization would
use, maintain, and protect information in
the restricted report.
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(2) An explanation of how the identity of
an individual who elects to provide access to
such information will be protected.

(3) A timeline for implementation of the
plan during the one-year period beginning on
the date of the submission of the plan to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives.

SEC. 544. IMPROVED DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
INFORMATION REPORTING AND
COLLECTION OF DOMESTIC VIO-
LENCE INCIDENTS INVOLVING MEM-
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) DATA REPORTING AND COLLECTION IM-
PROVEMENTS.—Not later than one year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Defense shall develop a com-
prehensive management plan to address defi-
ciencies in the reporting of information on
incidents of domestic violence involving
members of the Armed Forces for inclusion
in the Department of Defense database on
domestic violence incidents required by sec-
tion 1562 of title 10, United States Code, to
ensure that the database provides an accu-
rate count of domestic violence incidents
and any consequent disciplinary action.

(b) CONFORMING  AMENDMENT.—Section
543(a) of the Ike Skelton National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011 (Pub-
lic Law 111-383; 10 U.S.C. 1562 note) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking paragraph (1); and

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through
(4) as paragraphs (1) through (3), respec-
tively.

SEC. 545. ADDITIONAL DUTIES FOR JUDICIAL
PROCEEDINGS PANEL.

(a) ADDITIONAL DUTIES IMPOSED.—The inde-
pendent panel established by the Secretary
of Defense under section 576(a)(2) of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 1758),
known as the ‘‘judicial proceedings panel’’,
shall perform the following additional du-
ties:

(1) Conduct a review and assessment re-
garding the impact of the use of any mental
health records of the victim of an offense
under chapter 47 of title 10, United States
Code (the Uniform Code of Military Justice),
by the accused during the preliminary hear-
ing conducted under section 832 of such title
(article 32 of the Uniform Code of Military

Justice), and during court-martial pro-
ceedings, as compared to the use of similar
records in civilian criminal legal pro-
ceedings.

(2) Conduct a review and assessment re-
garding the establishment of a privilege
under the Military Rules of Evidence against
the disclosure of communications between—

(A) users of and personnel staffing the De-
partment of Defense Safe Helpline; and

(B) users of and personnel staffing of the
Department of Defense Safe HelpRoom.

(b) SUBMISSION OF RESULTS.—The judicial
proceedings panel shall include the results of
the reviews and assessments conducted
under subsection (a) in one of the reports re-
quired by section 576(c)(2)(B) of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2013 (Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 1760).

SEC. 546. DEFENSE ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON IN-
VESTIGATION, PROSECUTION, AND
DEFENSE OF SEXUAL ASSAULT IN
THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT REQUIRED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall establish and maintain within the De-
partment of Defense an advisory committee
to be known as the ‘‘Defense Advisory Com-
mittee on Investigation, Prosecution, and
Defense of Sexual Assault in the Armed
Forces” (in this section referred to as the
“Advisory Committee’’).
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(2) DEADLINE FOR ESTABLISHMENT.—The
Secretary shall establish the Advisory Com-
mittee not later than 30 days before the ter-
mination date of the independent panel es-
tablished by the Secretary under section
576(a)(2) of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law
112-239; 126 Stat. 1758), known as the ‘‘judi-
cial proceedings panel’’.

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The Advisory Committee
shall consist of not more than 20 members,
to be appointed by the Secretary of Defense,
who have experience with the investigation,
prosecution, and defense of allegations of
sexual assault offenses. Members of the Advi-
sory Committee may include Federal and
State prosecutors, judges, law professors,
and private attorneys. Members of the
Armed Forces serving on active duty may
not serve as a member of the Advisory Com-
mittee.

(c) DUTIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Advisory Committee
shall advise the Secretary of Defense on the
investigation, prosecution, and defense of al-
legations of rape, forcible sodomy, sexual as-
sault, and other sexual misconduct involving
members of the Armed Forces.

(2) BASIS FOR PROVISION OF ADVICE.—For
purposes of providing advice to the Secretary
pursuant to this subsection, the Advisory
Committee shall review, on an ongoing basis,
cases involving allegations of sexual mis-
conduct described in paragraph (1).

(d) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Not later than
March 30 each year, the Advisory Committee
shall submit to the Secretary of Defense and
the Committees on Armed Services of the
Senate and the House of Representatives a
report describing the results of the activities
of the Advisory Committee pursuant to this
section during the preceding year.

(e) TERMINATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), the Advisory Committee shall
terminate on the date that is five years after
the date of the establishment of the Advi-
sory Committee pursuant to subsection (a).

(2) CONTINUATION.—The Secretary of De-
fense may continue the Advisory Committee
after the termination date applicable under
paragraph (1) if the Secretary determines
that continuation of the Advisory Com-
mittee after that date is advisable and ap-
propriate. If the Secretary determines to
continue the Advisory Committee after that
date, the Secretary shall submit to the
President and the congressional committees
specified in subsection (d) a report describing
the reasons for that determination and speci-
fying the new termination date for the Advi-
sory Committee.

(f) DUE DATE FOR ANNUAL REPORT OF JUDI-
CIAL PROCEEDINGS PANEL.—Section
576(c)(2)(B) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law
112-239; 126 Stat. 1760) is amended by insert-
ing ‘“‘annually thereafter’ after ‘‘reports’.
SEC. 547. CONFIDENTIAL REVIEW OF CHARAC-

TERIZATION OF TERMS OF DIS-
CHARGE OF MEMBERS OF THE
ARMED FORCES WHO ARE VICTIMS
OF SEXUAL OFFENSES.

(a) CONFIDENTIAL REVIEW PROCESS
THROUGH BOARDS FOR CORRECTION OF MILI-
TARY RECORDS.—The Secretaries of the mili-
tary departments shall each establish a con-
fidential process, utilizing boards for the
correction of military records of the mili-
tary department concerned, by which an in-
dividual who was the victim of a sex-related
offense during service in the Armed Forces
may challenge the terms or characterization
of the discharge or separation of the indi-
vidual from the Armed Forces on the
grounds that the terms or characterization
were adversely affected by the individual
being the victim of such an offense.
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(b) CONSIDERATION OF INDIVIDUAL EXPERI-
ENCES IN CONNECTION WITH OFFENSES.—In de-
ciding whether to modify the terms or char-
acterization of the discharge or separation
from the Armed Forces of an individual de-
scribed in subsection (a), the Secretary of
the military department concerned shall in-
struct boards for the correction of military
records—

(1) to give due consideration to the psycho-
logical and physical aspects of the individ-
ual’s experience in connection with the sex-
related offense; and

(2) to determine what bearing such experi-
ence may have had on the circumstances sur-
rounding the individual’s discharge or sepa-
ration from the Armed Forces.

(c) PRESERVATION OF CONFIDENTIALITY.—
Documents considered and decisions ren-
dered pursuant to the process required by
subsection (a) shall not be made available to
the public, except with the consent of the in-
dividual concerned.

(d) SEX-RELATED OFFENSE DEFINED.—In
this section, the term ‘‘sex-related offense’’
means any of the following:

(1) Rape or sexual assault under subsection
(a) or (b) of section 920 of title 10, United
States Code (article 120 of the Uniform Code
of Military Justice).

(2) Forcible sodomy under section 925 of
such title (article 125 of the Uniform Code of
Military Justice).

(3) An attempt to commit an offense speci-
fied in paragraph (1) or (2) as punishable
under section 880 of such title (article 80 of
the Uniform Code of Military Justice).
Subtitle E—Member Education, Training, and

Transition
SEC. 551. ENHANCEMENT OF AUTHORITY TO AS-
SIST MEMBERS OF THE ARMED
FORCES TO OBTAIN PROFESSIONAL
CREDENTIALS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2015 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended to read as
follows:

“§2015. Program to assist members in obtain-
ing professional credentials

‘“‘(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
Defense and the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity, with respect to the Coast Guard when
it is not operating as a service in the Navy,
shall carry out a program to enable members
of the armed forces to obtain, while serving
in the armed forces, professional credentials
related to military training and skills that—

‘(1) are acquired during service in the
armed forces incident to the performance of
their military duties; and

‘(2) translate into civilian occupations.

‘“(b) PAYMENT OF EXPENSES.—(1) Under the
program required by this section, the Sec-
retary of Defense and the Secretary of Home-
land Security, with respect to the Coast
Guard when it is not operating as a service
in the Navy, shall provide for the payment of
expenses of members for professional accred-
itation, Federal occupational licenses, State-
imposed and professional licenses, profes-
sional certification, and related expenses.

“(2) The authority under paragraph (1)
may not be used to pay the expenses of a
member to obtain professional credentials
that are a prerequisite for appointment in
the armed forces.

‘“(c) REGULATIONS.—(1) The Secretary of
Defense and the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity shall prescribe regulations to carry
out this section.

“(2) The regulations shall apply uniformly
to the armed forces to the extent prac-
ticable.

“(3) The regulations shall include the fol-
lowing:

“(A) Requirements for eligibility for par-
ticipation in the program under this section.

‘(B) A description of the professional cre-
dentials and occupations covered by the pro-
gram.

H8415

“(C) Mechanisms for oversight of the pay-
ment of expenses and the provision of other
benefits under the program.

‘(D) Such other matters in connection
with the payment of expenses and the provi-
sion of other benefits under the program as
the Secretaries consider appropriate.

‘‘(d) EXPENSES DEFINED.—In this section,
the term ‘expenses’ means expenses for class
room instruction, hands-on training (and as-
sociated materials), manuals, study guides
and materials, text books, processing fees,
and test fees and related fees.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 101 of
such title is amended by striking the item
relating to section 2015 and inserting the fol-
lowing new item:
¢“2015. Program to assist members in obtain-

ing professional credentials.”.
SEC. 552. APPLICABILITY OF SEXUAL ASSAULT
PREVENTION AND RESPONSE AND
RELATED MILITARY JUSTICE EN-
HANCEMENTS TO MILITARY SERV-
ICE ACADEMIES.

(a) MILITARY SERVICE ACADEMIES.—The
Secretary of the military department con-
cerned shall ensure that the provisions of
title XVII of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law
113-66; 127 Stat. 950), including amendments
made by that title, and the provisions of sub-
title D, including amendments made by such
subtitle, apply to the United States Military
Academy, the Nav